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PREFACE 


This  Annual  Digest  of  the  Public  Utilities  Reports  Anno- 
tated for  the  year  1917  follows  the  style  and  classification  of 
the  Digests  for  1915  and  1916,  so  that  it  is  very  easy  to  follow 
the  search  for  any  question  from  one  volume  into  the  others. 
A  Table  of  Appeals,  Rehearings,  and  Modifications  is  in- 
cluded in  the  present  volume  at  page  551,  presenting  a  list 
of  the  decisions  that  have  been  appealed,  or  brought  up  on 
rehearing,  or  modified  after  they  were  publislied. 

As  in  the  Digests  for  1915  and  1916,  a  Table  of  Cases 
Digested,  beginning  on  page  567,  shows  the  exact  place  or 
places  where  each  ease  is  to  be  found  in  the  Digest,  and  there 
is  also  an  additional  table  of  the  minor  cases  not  reported 
in  full,  but  abstracted  in  the  Public  Utilities  Eeports  during 
the  year.    This  table  begins  on  page  599. 

A  new  feature  in  this  Annual  consists  of  the  indexing  of 
a  good  deal  of  valuable  material  which  is  not  covered  by 
digest  propositions,  and  cannot  be,  because  it  does  not  rep- 
resent any  points  actually  decided.  These  materials  which 
are  herein  indexed  consist  of  all  such  matters  as  rate  sched- 
ules, tables  of  costs  or  expenses,  and  various  other  statistical 
tables  and  lists  of  data,  as  well  as  discussions  of  business 
policies  or  methods,  and  a  variety  of  other  things  that  may 
be  exceedingly  useful  to  men  operating  public  utilities,  as 

well  as  to  lawyers. 
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ABAHDOmBD  PBOFERTT. 

Allowance  for  amortization  of,  as  operating  expense,  see  Retubn, 

170. 
Valuation  of  abandoned  or  disconnected  equipment,  tee  Valuation, 

278-276. 

ABANDONMENT. 

Rules  relative  to  plugging  of  abandoned  oil  and  gas  wells,  P.U.R. 
1917F,  p.  367. 

ABANDONMENT  OF  8EBVICE. 

Generally,  see  Sebvioe,  77-99. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  narrow  gage  railroad,  see  OonSOUDA- 

TiON,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  8. 
Determining  question  as  to  abandonment  of  railroad  upon  petition 

of  company  as  well  as  on  petition  of  objecting  patrons,  see 

PROCEDUBE,  8. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over,  see  SsitviCEy  17-32a. 

ABSORPTION. 

Commission  without  authority  under  Massachusetts  statute  to  re- 
quire railroad  to  absorb  transfer  charge  from  one  wharf  be- 
cause absorbing  it  from  a  competing  wharf,  see  Discbimina- 
TION,  11. 

ABUTTING  OWNERS. 

Frontage  charge  for  water,  see  Bates,  311. 

ACCESSORIES. 

Natural  gas  company  upon  abandoning  service  to  refund  to  con- 
sumers money  expended  in  procuring  fixtures,  etc.,  see  Sebvice, 
88. 
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6  ACCIDENTS;  ACCOUNTING. 

Ownership,  care,  and  maintenance  of  meters  and  other  service  ac- 
cessories, see  Service,  107-142. 

ACCIDENTS.  .   V        ' 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  see  Appoetionmettt,  68. 
Allowance  for,  in  depreciation  fund,  see  Dkpbeciation,  48. 
Sick  and  accident  benefits  to  employees,  see  Retubn,  164. 
KelbesAify  of  reserve  equipment  for  eleotrle  plant,  see  SEBVict,  141^, 
146. 

ACCOITHTING. 

See  also  AocoQirt^S;  REPOgrfl. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  OommifisioB  to  require -majority  stockhold- 
er to  account,  see  Commissions,  40. 

Statutory  duty  of  District  of  Columbia  Commission  to  require  utili- 
ties properly  to  keep  depreciation  account,  see  Depreciation,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  in  security  issue  proceeding,  to  require  change 
in  accounting  system  and  depreciation  basis,  see  Depbecia- 
TION,  6. 

Payment  for,  by  operating  company  to  psrtst  compaity,  tee  Kk- 
TUBN,  163. 

Allowance  for  damage  by  flood  made  under  heading  ''Extraordinary 
Expense,"  see  Retusn,  167. 

Book  value  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  26,  29,  42,  76-79. 

Deduction  from  plant  account  of  excess  value  of  stock  over  assets, 
see  Valuation,  60. 

Bookkeeping  difficulty  of  accounting  for  small  items,  see  Valua- 
tion, 225. 

Book  item  for  franchise  not  representing  expenditure,  see  Valua- 
tion, 411. 

Discussion  of  plant  supervision  and  tool  expense  account  of  tele- 
phone companies,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  220. 

1.  An  expenditure  for  the  retirement  of  bonds  should  not  appear 
in  the  surplus  account,  but  in  a  separate  account  entitled,  ''Funded 
Debt  Retired  through  Income  and  Surplus."  Re  Southern  California 
Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  089. 

2.  Upon  a  merger  of  a  holding  company  with  an  operating  com- 
pany, a  stock  premium  paid  by  the  holding  company,  upon  acquiring 
with  the  approval  of  the  Commission  the  balance  of  the  outstanding 
stock  of  the  operating  company,  may  be  carried  upon  the  books  of  the 
merging  corporation  under  the  title  of  "Other  Intangible  Capital."  Re 
Lockport  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  866. 

3.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  refused  to  eliminate 
from  its  uniform  system  of  accounting  for  gas  and  electric  corporations 
the  account  entitled  "Fixed  Capital,  Dec.  31,  1908,"  but  suggested  that 
the  account  might  be  eliminated  in  the  case  of  individual  companies  that 
were  able  to  ascertain  from  their  accounting  records  the  cash  cost  of  the 
various  classes  of  their  property,  by  applying  to  the  Commission  for 
permission  to  reclassify  their  old  capital  on  the  basis  of  the  uniform 
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ACCOUNTS— AOCmCULATBD  lOB&Ea.  7 

system  of  accounts,  and  thereafter  to  eliminate  the  old  capital  aocouni». 
Be  Uniform  System  of  Aoeoants  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  122. 

4.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  refused  to  eliminate 
from  its  uniform  system  of  accounting  the  requirement  that  '*every 
charge  mcde  to  a  capital  account  shall  show  wliether  tfaje  thing  in  re- 
spect of  which  the  charge  is  made  is  original  capital,  or  an  addition, 
a  betterment,  a  renewal,  or  a  replacement,*'  oyer  the  objection  that  it 
often  necessitates  an  arbitrary  allocation  of  capital  expenditures,  is 
exceedingly  burdensome,  and  is  unnecessary,  for  the  reason  that  such 
requirement  is  necessary  as  a  check  against  overcapitalieation.  Re 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  122. 

5.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  refused  to  alter  its 
aeconnting  procedure  respecting  depreciation,  by  substituting  for  the 
depreciation  charge  to  expenses  a  charge  representing  *^the  amount  esti- 
mated by  the  company  to  be  necessary  to  equalize  the  average  annual 
cost  of  property  withdrawn  from  service."  Re  Uniform  System  of  Ac- 
counts (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  122. 

6.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  refused  to  modify  its 
uniform  system  of  accounting  for  gas  and  electric  corporations  so  as  to 
include  in  operating  expenses  rents  paid  for  property  used  in  gas  or 
electrical  operations,  but  authorized  a  new  form  of  stating  the  income 
account,  which  consisted  of  deducting  the  rents  from  the  operating  in- 
come instead  of  the  gross  in-^ome,  thus  bringing  rents  into  the  operating 
statement  in  close  relation  with  expenses,  taxes,  and  uncollectable 
revenue.    Re  Uniform  System  of  Accounts  (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1D17D,  122. 

7.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  modified  its  account- 
ing rules  for  gas  corporations  which  classified  receipts  from  the  sale  of 
residuals  or  by-products  as  a  revenue  item,  by  permitting  such  receipts 
to  be  credited  to  expenses,  thus  permitting  materials  used  for  the  manu- 
facture of  gas  to  be  charged  at  the  net  cost  after  deducting  salvage  in 
the  form  of  coke  or  o^her  residuals.  Re  Uniform  System  of  Accounts 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1017D,  122. 

ACCOITHT8. 

Power  of  A^bama  Commission  to  compel  production  of  books  for 
examination  by  adverse  party,  see  Commissions,  35. 

Uncollectable  accounts  as  charge  to  operating  expenses,  see  Return, 
171. 

ACCRUED  DEFICITS. 

See  Losses. 

ACCRUED  DEPRECIATIOir. 

See  generally  Depreciation. 

Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  in  valuation  proceedings,  see 

Valuation,  11-24. 
Allowance  for  unearned  accrued  depreciation,  see  Valuation,  563, 

354. 

ACCUin!n.ATBD  LOSSES. 

See  Losses. 
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S  ACQUISITION— ADEQUATE  REMEDY. 

ACQUISITION. 

Of  property,  as  purpose  of  security  issues,  see  Siouutt  Isbuib,  7. 
Of  oonsumer's  equipment,  see  Sekvicb,  121,  122. 

ACRE-FOOT  RATSS. 

Acre-foot  form  of  irrigation  rates  as  more  desirable  than  acre 
rates,  see  Rates,  185. 

ACTIOH. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation 
of  California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Repasatiok,  8. 

Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  condi- 
tion precedent  to  action  in  courts  where  right  is  dependent 
upon  law  and  not  on  fact,  see  Repabatioh,  16. 

ACTUAL  COST. 

See  Original  Cost. 

ACTUAL.  PERFORMANCE. 

As  method  of  ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation,  00. 

ACTUAL.  TRIAL. 

Dismissal   of  bill  to  enjoin  enforcement  of  rates  in  advance  of 

actual  trial,  see  Pbocedube,  3. 
Before  increasing  rates  upon  establishing  physical  connection,  see 

Rates,  283. 

ADAPTABIUTT. 

As  factor  in  valuation  of  land,  cee  Valuation,  304,  306. 

ADAPTATlOir. 

Appreciation  of  roadbed  by,  see  Valuation,  2Ci,  205. 

ADDING  MACHINE. 

Cost  of,  as  an  investment  expense,  see  Valuation,  211. 

ADDITIONS. 

See  generally  Bettebments. 

Definition  of  additions  as  used  In  Uniform  System  of  Accounts, 
providing  for  classification  of  capital  expenditures^  P.UJC.1017F,  p.  460. 

ADEQUACY. 

Of  service  generally,  see  Service. 

ADEQUATE  REMEDT. 

See  generally  Remedies. 

Beceiver's  action  in  mandamus  in  state  court  not  such  adequate 

remedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunetioii 

suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Injunction,  3. 
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ADJACENT  LANDS— AGE.  9 

ADJACEHT  UkHBS. 

Bight  of  water  company  ynder  PeBQsylTafiia  statute  to  extend  serv- 
ice into  adjacent  territory,  see  Service,  61. 

Value  of  adjacent  lands  as  proper  measure  of  value  of  railroad 
lands,  see  Valuation,  301,  302,  307. 

ADJOniniG  OWHERS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  utility  operations  and  construc- 
tion to  avoid  injury  to  adjoining  landowners  and  the  public, 
see  Commissions,  30-33. 

To  be  given  notice  of  proceeding  for  abolishing  grade  crossing,  see 
CR068I?fOS,  1ft. 

Construction  of  private  crossings  for,  see  Cbossinos,  29,  30. 

Power  of  Commission  to  impose  charge  on  nonpatron  laadowners 
within  irrigation  district,  see  Rates,  33. 

Frontage  charge  for  water,  see  Rates,  311. 

ADBflNISTRATIOir  EXPENSES. 

Allowance  for,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  108,  114, 
124. 

ABBflNISTRATIVE  BODIES. 

Rule  that  administrative  bodies  need  not  determine  jurisdiction 
before  passing  upon  merits,  see  Commissions,  3. 

ADMUIiSTRATIVE  ORDER. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  build  new  station  constitutes  a  legis- 
lative or  administrative  and  not  a  judicial  function,  see  Ap- 
peal AND  Review,  8. 

ADVANCE  PATMENT. 

Discrimination  in  rules  as  to,  see  Discrimination,  123. 
Payment  for  service  in  advance,  see  Payments,  2,  3. 

ADVANTAGEOUS  CONTRACTS. 

See  Contracts. 

ADVANTAGEOUS  RATE. 

Reparation  on  account  of  utility's  failure  to  afford  consumers  the 
most  advantageous  rate,  sej  Reparation. 

ADVERSE  POSSESSION. 

Allowance  for  prescriptive  right  to  water,  see  Valuation,  426. 
Prescription  right  of  flowage,  see  Waters  and  Water  Rights,  2. 

ADVEFTISING. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  see  Apportionment,  4. 

AGE. 

See  also  Life. 

As  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  7.  ^ 

Age  and  life  method  of  determining  depreciation,  see  Deprecia- 
tion, 12. 
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10  AGENTS— ANIMALS. 

AGENTS. 

Signature  of  application  bj  partnership  by  agents,-  see  Flkad- 
ING,  3. 

Inquiry  as  to  corporate  powers  of,  upon  applicatioii  to  issue  securi- 
ties, see  Sbcubitt  Issxtss,  39. 

AOREEMENT8. 

See  Contracts. 

ALABAMA. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  production  of  books  for  examina- 
tion by  adverse  party,  see  Commissioivs,  35. 

AIXOCATIOH. 

Sec  AppoBTioincBNT. 

ALTEBATIOHS. 

Permission  of  Commission  not  required  for  mere  alteration  of  high- 
way crossing,  see  Crossings,  1. 

ALTEBNATIHG  CUBR^NT. 

Transformers  in  moving  picture  theaters  to  change  alternating  to 
direct  current,  see  Service,  120. 

Change  from  direct  to  alternating  current,  see  Sebvigb,  165-157. 

Eight  to  capitalize  expense  incurred  in  purchasing  consumer's 
equipment  rendered  useless  by  change  from  direct  to  alternat- 
ing current  service,  see  Valuation,  230. 

Method  of  determining  value  of  consumers'  electrical  equipment 
upon  changing  from  direct  to  alternating  current,  see  Valua- 
tion, 293. 

AMENDMENTS. 

'   Constitutional  provision  against  amendment  of  statute  by  reference 
to  title  only,  see  Statutes,  3. 

AMORTIZATION. 

Amount  to  be  set  aside  for  amortization  purposes  as  factor  to  be 

considered  in  rate  making,  sec  Kates,  01. 
Amortization  of  investment  in  natural  gas  plant,  see  Return,  33, 

35. 
Of  Commission  expenses,  see  Return,  147>150,  222. 
Amortization  of  expenses  caused  by  damage  by  flood,  see  Return, 

167. 
Of  loss  due  to  abandoned  property,  see  Return,  170. 
Of  investment,  see  Return,  172,  173. 

ANIMALS. 

Horse  dying  after  date  of  valuation,  see  Valuation,  221. 
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ANKEXATIOy— APPBAL  AND  ESVIEW.  11 

AHHEXATIOjr. 

Municipal  franelufe  fixing'  street  car  ratee  me  afTecting  fares  in 
annexed  territoryy  see  Ck>N8nTUTiONAL  Law,  63,  64. 

Street  railway  fares  in  territory  anneced  to  munioipalityy  see 
Ratbs,  263,  264. 

AXXVAL  DBPBSCIAnOir. 

See  DXPBBCIATIOM. 

AHlflTAI.  REPORTS. 

See  Repqsts. 

AHirUITIES. 

Ccmsideration  of  depreciation  aanuity,  see  Valuatioh,  10^ 

AHSWEB. 

As  pleading  see  Plbadcio. 

Service  of  answer  in  proceeding  before  Commission,  see  Fiooebs,  2. 

▲HTI-DISCBIMINATIOH  ULW. 

See  Statutes. 

AKTI-MOHOFOIiT  ULW. 

Authorizing  consolidation  of  street  railway  systems  as  violating 
constitutional  anti-monopoly  provision,  see  Coi^btittttional 
Law,  28. 

AHTI-TRUST  JJkW. 

See  Statutes. 

APARTMENT  HOUSES. 

Right  of  tenants  in  apartment  houses,  upon  discontinuance  of  elec- 
tric service  to  building,  see  Service,  81. 

APPEAL  AND  REVIEW. 

J.  Jurisdiction  and  powers  of  appellate  court,  i— 5. 
.  11,  Scope  of  review,  3-16. 
a.  In  general,  6—^. 
d.  Questions  not  open  on  appeal,  9^16* 

1,  In  general,  9^13. 

2,  Questions  not  raised  helow,  14^16. 

III,  Conclusiveness  of  findings  of  Commission,  17— J94« 

IV.  Grounds  for  reversal,  25—33. 

a.  In  general,  25,  26. 
h.  Immaterial  errors,  27. 

c.  Admission  of  evidence  Itelow,  28. 

d.  Sufficiency  of  evidence  to  support  findings,  20-^8* 

Keview  by  certiorari,  see  Oebtiobabi. 
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18  APPEAL  AND  REVIEW,  L 

Propriety  of  action  of  Commission  in  approving  sale  of  public  utility 

property  not  reviewable  oo  certiDrari,  see  CoinoRABi,  !«., 
Validity  of  statute  restricting  rig^t  to  a  supersedeas  on  appeal  from 

a  CommiBsion  order,  see  CoNSTiTirriONAL  Law,  2. 
Commission  order  as  not  denying  due  process  merely  because  judicial 

review  involves  expense,  see  Constitutioxal  Law,  7. 
Statute  making  findings  of  Commission  |>tlmii  facie  correct  on  appeal 

as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10,  11. 
Temporary  injunction  to  suspend  Commission  order  regulating  train 

service  pending  appeal,  see  Courts,  3. 
Reasonableness  of  orders  of  Commission  not  tested  in  injunction  action 

where  statute  provides  for  appeal  to  the  court,  see  Ixjuxctioiv  2. 
Commission  may  dismiss  proceedings  to  secrre  speedy  court  ruling  as 

to  its  Jurisdietion,  see  Pboceduxb,  13. 
Remedy  by  appeal  from  Commission  order  aj  affecting  riglits  to  pro-. 

hibition    to    prevent    Commission    from    investigating    or    making 

order  in  matter  within  its  jurisdictica,  see  Pbohibition,  1. 
Rates  fixed  by  ordinance  to  continue  pending  review  by   court,   see 

Rates,  51. 
Allowance  for  legal  expenses  in  litigation  involving  appeals  from  orders 

of  Commission,  see  Valuation,  123. 

J.  Jurisdiction  and  potters  of  mppellate  court. 

Power  of  California  court  to  interfere  with  Commission  order,  see 
Courts,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  of  appeal  from  order  of  town  re- 
quiring railroad  to  open  street  across  right  of  way,  see  Cross- 
ings, 6. 

Annotation  on  poii^er  of  courts  to  revise  and  modify  Commission 
order,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  354. 

1.  A  court  is  without  jurisdiction  to  interfere  with  the  action  of  a 
Commission  in  fixing  a  rate  unreasonably  low,  if  it  is  not  confiscatory. 
San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  37  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  —  Pac.  — ). 

2.  The  court  has  no  power,  under  §  2140  of  the  yew  York  Code  cf 
Civil  Procedure  or  otherwise,  to  determine,  on  review,  whether  an  or- 
der of  a  Public  Service  Commission  requiring  the  extension  of  the  mains 
of  a  gas  company  is  unreasonable,  in  the  sense  that  it  is  unwisa  or  in- 
expedient; since  the  court  cannot  substitute  its  judgment  for  that  of 
the  Commission,  but  may  '^nly  determine  whether  the  order  is  unrea- 
sonable in  the  sense  «that  it  is  an  unlawful,  ar  itrary,  or  capricious 
exercise  of  power;  nor  can  the  court,  without  granting  a  rehearing,  set 
aside  such  an  order  as  against  the  weight  of  evidence.  People  ex  rel. 
New  York  &  Q.  Gas  Co.  v.  McCaU  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  553  (S.  C. 
219  N.  Y.  84,  113  N.  E.  795). 

3.  Evidence  that  the  increased  return  to  a  gas  company  from  the 
consumption  of  gas,  due  to  the  extension  of  mains  ordered  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission,  would  amount  only  to  one  half  of  the  in- 
terest at  5  per  cent  on  the  cost  thereof,  docs  not  show  that  the  ae- 
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tion  of  the  Commission  waa  arbitrary  and  capricious,  so  as  to  empower 
the  appellate  court  to  set  it  aside.  People  ex  rel.  New  York  &  Q.  Gas  Co. 
T.  McCall  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  563  (S.  C.  219  N.^Y.  84, 113  N.  E.  795). 

4.  No  appeal  lies  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  tVest  Virginia  from  a 
decision  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  granting  to  a  hydroelectric 
company  the  right  to  erect  a  dam  and  to  institute  condemnation  pro- 
ceedings to  acquire  the  land  within  the  contour  lines  of  the  water  to  be 
thereby  impounded.  Howell  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  2«8  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  90  S.  E.  105). 

5.  An  order  of  the  appellate  division  on  certiorari,  setting  aside 
an  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  without  granting  a  rehear- 
ing, is  reviewable  by  the  court  of  appeala.  People  ex  rel.  New  York 
ft  Q.  Gas  Co.  V.  McCall  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  663  (S.  0.  219  N.  Y.  84, 
113  N.  E.  796). 

II.  Scope  of  review. 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  scope  of  review  of  Commission  order,  P.U.R.1917E, 
p.  938. 

6.  When  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  is  called  upon,  in  the  exercise 
of  its  appellate  jurisdiction  over  state  courts,  to  decide  whether  state 
legislation  impairs  the  obligation  of  a  contract,  it  is  required  to  deter- 
mine upon  its  independent  judgment:  (1)  Was  there  a  contract? 
(2)  If  so,  what  obligation  arose  from  it?  (3)  Has  that  obligation  been 
impaired  by  subsequent  legislation?  Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v.  Michigan 
(U.  S.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1010  (S.  C.  242  U.  S.  238,  61  L.  ed.  268,  37  Sup. 
Ct  Rep.  93). 

7.  The  sole  inquiry  for  the  court  on  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Commission  is  whether  the  order  is  reason- 
able and  in  conformity  with  the  law.  Mt.  Union  v.  Mt.  Union  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  933  (S.  C.  256  Pa.  516,  100  Atl.  968). 

8.  The  making  of  an  order  by  the  Minnesota  Railroad  and  Ware- 
house Commission  requiring  a  railroad  to  build  a  new  station  is  a 
legislative  or  administrative  and  not  a  judicial  function,  and  the  order 
may  be  reviewed  by  the  court  only  so  far  as  to  determine  its  reasonable- 
ness; and  if  it  is  supported  by  substantial  evidence,  it  is  final.  Re  New 
Depot  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917B,  413  (S.  C.  135  Minn.  19,  169  N.  W.  1089). 

h.  Questions  not  open  on  appeal, 

1,  In  general. 

9.  A  court  will  not  issue  a  writ  of  review  to  compel  the  Commis- 
sion to  determine  consumer's  rights  to  priority  in  the  use  of  water  where 
such  rights  are  not  interfered  with  by  the  order  of  the  Commission.  C. 
A.  Hooper  &  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  997  (S. 
C.  —  Cal.  — ,  165  Pac.  689). 

10.  A  utility  is  not  entitled  to  have  the  Missouri  Commission's  order 
fixing  the  value  of  its  plant  for  rate  making  reviewed  by  the  court  where 
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the  Commission  approved  the  rates  fixed  by  the  utiKty  and  the  issues  in 
volved  in  the  appeal  cannot  be  affected  by  such  valuation.  State  ex 
rel.  Columbia  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  27  (S.  C. 
—  Mo.  —,  196  S.  W.  741). 

11.  When  a  railroad  company  makes  application  to  the  Railroad 
Commission  to  be  permitted  to  take  off  a  train  that  runs  on  the  main 
line  and  on  a  branch  line,  and  to  substitute  for  it  another  train  running 
further  on  ike  branch  line  but  not  at  all  on  the  main  line,  and  the  Com- 
mission orders  the  railroad  company  to  put  an  additional  train  on  the 
branch  line  without  taking  the  train  off  of  the  main  line,  and  the  rail- 
road company  files  suit  to  have  the  order  of  the  Commission  rescinded, 
and  thereafter  the  railroad  company  makes  another  application  to  be 
permitted  to  take  off  the  train  on  the  main  line,  and  the  application  is 
granted,  the  railroad  company,  having  then  all  the  relief  originally 
asked  for,  is  not  entitled  to  have  the  first  order  of  the  Commission 
rescinded.  Morgan's  Louisiana  &  T.  R.  &  S.  S.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion (La.)  P.U.R.1917B,  893  (S.  C.  140  La.  364,  72  So.  993). 

12.  A  carrier  which  has  abandoned  its  application  for  a  modification 
of  the  order  of  a  State  Railroad  Commission  requiring  the  installation 
on  its  locomotives  of  headlights  of  not  less  than  1,500  candle  power  is 
not  in  a  position  to  urge  upon  the  Federal  Supreme  Court,  on  writ  of 
error  to  a  state  court,  that  the  Commission's  order  is  so  indefinite  and 
uncertain  in  its  terms  as  not  to  furnish  an  intelligible  measure  of  the 
carrier's  duty,  and  is  therefore  a  denial  of  due  process  of  law.  Van- 
dalia  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1004. 
(S.  C.  242  U.  S.  255,  61  L.  ed.  276,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  93). 

13.  Whether  Congress  has  so  far  covered  the  subject  of  headlights 
for  locomotives  by  the  Amendment  of  March  4,  1915,  to  the  Boiler  In- 
spection Act  of  February  17,  1911,  as  to  invalidate,  when  applied  to 
interstate  commerce,  an  order  of  a  State  Railroad  Commission,  made 
under  legislative  authority,  requiring  all  engines  used  in  the  trans- 
portation of  trains  over  any  line  of  railway  in  the  state  to  be  equipped 
with  headlights  of  not  less  than  1,600  candle  power,  is  not  open  to  re- 
view in  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  on  writ  of  error  to  a  state  court, 
where  the  %tate  court's  decision  under  review,  refusing  to  enjoin  the  en- 
forcement of  the  order,  was  rendered,  and  judgment  thereon  entered, 
before  the  passage  by  Congress  of  such  amendatory  act.  Vandalia  R. 
Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (U.  S.  P.U.R.1917B,  1004  (S.  C.  242 
U.  S.  255,  61  L.  ed.  276,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  93) . 

2.  Questions  not  raised  below, 

14.  The  objection  that  the  receiver  of  a  railroad  had  not  been  prop- 
erly brought  before  the  Commission  cannot  be  raised  for  the  first  time 
on  a  motion  for  rehearing  in  the  circuit  court  of  a  judgment  sustaining 
an  order  of  the  Commission.  State  ex  rel.  Missouri  P.  R.  Go.  v.  Atkinson 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  971  (S.  C.  269  Mo.  634,  192  S.  W.  86). 

15.  The  objection  that  the  receiver  of  a  railroad  had  not  been  prop- 
erly brought  before  the  Commission  cannot  be  raised  on  appeal  to  the 
courts,  where  the  receiver  was  included  in  the  order  made  by  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  objection  was  not  made  in  the  application  for  a  rehear- 
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ing  before  the  Commission.    State  ex  rel.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  ▼.  Atkinson 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  971  (S.  C.  269  Mo.  634,  192  S.  W.  86). 

16.  A  petition  for  an  extension  of  service  is  not  open  to  attack,  on 
appeal,  on  the  technical  objection  that  it  did  not  pursue  the  statute 
and  allege  that  the  company  had  unreasonably  failed  or  refused  to  pro- 
vide the  desired  service,  especially  if  the  company,  by  silence  before 
the  Commission,  waives  it.  New  Britain  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Root  (Conn.) 
P.UJt.l917C,  102  (S.  C.  91  Conn.  134,  99  Atl.  669). 

///.  Conclusiveness  of  findings  of  Commission. 

Annotation  on  weight  to  be  given  Commission  order  on  appeals, 
P.U.R.1917F,  p.  220. 

17.  Under  §  4836  of  the  Mississippi  Code  of  1906,  an  order  of  the 
Railroad  Commission  is  prima  facie  evidence  that  it  is  right  and  proper, 
and  one  who  attacks  it  has  the  burden  of  proving  that  it  is  unreasonable. 
Mississippi  R.  Commission  v.  Mobile  &  O.  R.  CO.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
216  (S.  C.  —  Miss.  — ,  76  So.  778). 

18.  A  finding  by  the  Idaho  Commission  as  to  the  reasonableness 
of  rates  charged  by  a  public  utility  must  be  regarded  by  the  supreme 
court  as  prima  facie  just,  reasonable,  and  correct.  Ccsur  D'Alene  v. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917B,  348  (S.  C.  29  Idaho, 
668,  160  Pac.  761). 

19.  The  orders  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners,  prescribing  a  rate  to 
be  charged  by  railroad  corporations  for  the  transportation  of  freight, 
being  within  the  scope  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners'  power,  are  prima 
facie  reasonable  and  just,  and  properly  made  and  arrived  at  in  due 
form  of  procedure,  and  such  as  ought  to  have  been  made  in  the  premises. 
SUte  ex  reL  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.  (FU.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1023  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  73  So.  171). 

20.  The  court  was  warranted  in  finding  that  the  order  of  the  Rail- 
road and  Warehouse  Commission  directing  appellant  to  make  certain 
changes  in  its  passenger  and  freight  service  upon  the  Browns  Valley 
branch  of  its  railroad  system  is  not  unreasonable  or  unlawful.  Schain 
V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917F,  621  (S.  C.  —  Minn.  — , 
162N.  W.  1079). 

21.  On  application  for  mandamus  to  enforce  an  order  of  the  State 
Railway  Commission,  jurisdiction  having  been  acquired  and  no  appeal 
having  been  taken,  it  will  be  presumed  that  the  findings  of  the  Com- 
mission were  sustained  by  the  evidence.  State  ex  rel.  Nebraska  State 
R.  Commission  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  697  (S.  C. 
100  Neb.  700,  161  N.  W.  270) . 

22.  The  supreme  court  of  Ohio  will  not  interfere  with  an  order  of  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  unless  it  appears  from  the  record  that  its 
action  was  unlawful  or  unreasonable.  Settle  v.  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917C,  366  (S.  0.  94  Ohio  St.  417,  114  N.  E.  1036). 

23.  Although  the  findings  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  arc  con- 
sidered prima  facie  correct  on  appeal,  the  court  will  consider  the  rela- 
tive weight  of  the  evidence  in  the  record,  on  an  appeal  from  an  order 
fixing  the  value  of  a  utility's  property  for  security- issue  purposes.    Graf- 
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ton  County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  State   (N.  H.  P.U.R.1917E,  345 
(S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  668). 

24.  A  decision  of  the  chancellor  that  an  order  of  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission relating  to  the  construction  of  a  new  depot  was  unreasonable 
will  not  be  disturbed  by  the  supreme  court  on  appeal  if  there  was  evi- 
dence under  which  the  chancellor  could  have  so  found,  although  the 
statute  provides  that  orders  of  the  Commission  shall  be  prima  facie 
evidence  that  they  are  right  and  proper;  since  this  statutory  provision 
applies  only  to  the  lower  court^or  to  the  appellate  court  when  the  lower 
court  has  sustained  the  findings  of  the  Commission.  Mississippi  R.  Com- 
mission V.  Mobile  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917F,  215  (S.  C.  —  Miss. 
— ,  75  So.  778). 

JV.  Grounds  for  reversal. 

a.  In  getieral, 

25.  A  court  is  not  justified  in  setting  aside  as  unreasonable  an  order 
of  a  Commission  directing  extension  of  service  merely  on  a  record  show* 
ing  that  the  prospective  present  return  therefrom  would  be  inadequate, 
there  being  nothing  definite  as  to  future  prospects,  especially  where  the 
statutes  dealing  with  procedure  contemplate  a  hearing  before  the  court. 
New  Britain  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Root  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1917C,  102  (S.  C.  91 
Conn.  134,  99  Atl.  659). 

26.  An  order  of  a  Commission  requiring  the  physical  connection  of 
telephone  lines  will  not  be  set  aside  on  the  ground  that  it  will  cause 
irreparable  injury,  where  the  complainant  fails  to  show  with  sufficient 
certainty  that  such  result  will  follow,  and  where  the  Commission  re- 
tains jurisdiction  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  rates  so  as  to  prevent  such 
loss.  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  365  (S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  161  N.  W.  240). 

h.  ImmaterUU  errors, 

27.  A  decree  enjoining  the  enforcement  of  intrastate  rates  fixed  by 
a  state  for  an  interstate  carrier  as  being  confiscatory  will  not  be  dis- 
turbed on  appeal  because  of  errors  which  would  not  change  the  result. 
Rowland  v.  Boyle  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917E,  685  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  106,  61 
L.  ed.  1022,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  577). 

c.  Admis9ion  of  evidence  "below, 

28.  The  figures  introduced  by  an  interstate  carrier  in  evideince  on 
the  issue  whether  rates  fixed  by  a  state  for  intrastate  trafiic  are  con- 
fiscatory will  not,  on  appeal,  be  held  to  have  been  inadmissible  as  hear- 
say, where  the  carrier  adopted  the  only  practicable  mode  of  presenting 
its  results,  and  exhibited  its  work  sheets  and  data  to  the  adverse  parties, 
and  where  the  returns  were  made  by  the  employees  in  the  course  of  their 
business,  and  if  the  adverse  parties  had  desired  to  question  any  of  the 
data  they  could  have  called  for  further  verification.    Rowland  ▼.  Boyle 
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(U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917E,  685  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  106,  61  L.  ed.  1022,  37  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  677). 

d.  Sufficiency  of  evidence  to  support  findings, 

29.  Findings  of  a  Commission  as  to  public  necessity  cannot  be  said 
to  be  without  support  of  evidence  merely  because  members  of  a  single 
firm  testify  in  favor  thereof.  State  ex  rel.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917E,  87  (S.  C.  95  Wash.  376, 
163  Pac  1143). 

30.  Error  cannot  be  predicated  on  failure  of  a  Commission  to  find 
that  a  through  rate  would  divert  the  grain  moving  from  one  railroad 
to  another,  where  the  general  freight  agent  of  the  complaining  rail- 
road testifies  that  the  tariff  can  be  so  framed  as  to  prevent  such  a 
result.  State  ex  rel.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Wash.)  P.U.R.1917E,  87  (S.  C.  95  Wash.  376,  163  Pac.  1143). 

31.  A  city  complaining  against  telephone  rates  is  not  prejudiced  by 
the  failure  of  the  Commission  to  examine  the  books  of  the  utility,  where 
the  Commission^  for  the  purposes  of  the  case,  bases  the  valuation  up- 
on the  figures  furnished  by  the  city.  Coeur  IVAlene  v.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917B,  348  (S.  C.  29  Idaho,  508,  160  Pac. 
751). 

32.  A  city  has  no  standing  to  complain  against  a  Commission's  find- 
ing of  the  value  of  a  utility's  property  as  not  being  supported  by  the 
evidence,  where  the  Commission  based  its  decision  almost  entirely  on 
the  figures  furnished  by  the  city's  witnesses  except  that  it  refused  to 
allow  for  accrued  depreciation,  upon  finding  that  the  plant  was  capable 
of  rendering  100  per  cent  efficient  servic?,  in  accordance  with  the  rule 
of  decision  of  the  state  that  no  deduction  for  accrued  depreciation 
should  be  made  in  such  a  case.  Coeur  D'Alene  v.  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917B,  348  (S.  C.  29  Idaho,  508,  160  Pac.  751). 

33.  An  order  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  refusing  to  disapprove 
an  increase  in  rates  will  not  be  reversed  on  appeal  where  it  appears  that 
a  large  amount  of  testimony  was  taken,  and  that  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mission showed  a  careful  consideration  of  the  question,  and  that  its 
conclusions  of  fact  were  supported  by  the  evidence.  Mt.  Unigp  v.  Mt. 
Union  Water  Co.  (Pa,)  P.U.R.1917E,  933  (S,  C.  256  Pa.  616,  100  Atl. 
968). 

APFZXUkTE  COUBTS. 

See  Appeal  and  Review. 

APFUCANT. 

Right  of  stock  exchange  to  approve  applicant  for  stock  quotation 

ticker  service,  see  Discbimination,  118. 
For  extension  of  service  to  furnish  part  of  equipment,  see  Skbvice, 

76. 

APPUCATIOH. 

Generally,  see  Pleading. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 2. 
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Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  condi- 
tion precedent  to  action  in  courts  wliere  right  is  dependent 
upon  law  and  not  on  fact,  see  Repabation,  16. 

For  extension  of  service  g^erally,  see  Bebvioe,  56-76. 

Discontinuance  of  metered  service  wliere  water  is  furnished  ad- 
joining lot  for  building  purposes,  see  Sekvice,  80. 

Requiring  consumer  to  sign  contract  as  a  condition  of  service,  see 
Service,  102. 

APPOBTIOHMENT. 

I.  Jurisdiction  of  Commission,  1,  2. 
n.  Electricity,  3,  4. 
Ill,  Interurhan  railways,  S,  6. 
rv.  Natural  gas,  7, 
F*   Railroads,  ^->97. 

a.  In  general,  8,  9, 
h.  Expenses,  10^28, 

1.  As  between  freight  and  passenger  traffic,  10^18, 

2,  As  between  state  and  interstate  traffic,  19^28. 

c.  Revenues,  24, 

d.  Values  or  investment,  25^27. 
Vl»  Telephones,  28-^8. 

a.  In  general,  28, 

b.  Expenses,  29^7. 

c.  Revenues,  88. 
VII.  Water,  89-^4. 

a.  In  general,  39,  40. 

b.  Expenses,  41^48. 
o.  Revenues,  49^51. 

d.  Values,  5J9— 54. 

FIJI.  Companies  operating  more  than  one  utility,  55^70. 

a.  Electricity  and  gas,  55,  56. 

b.  Electricity  and  steam  heating,  57,  58, 

c.  Electricity  and  telephone,  59—62, 

d.  ElectHcity  and  water,  63—66, 

e.  Electricity,  gas,  and  steam  heatinOf  67—69. 

f.  Electricity,   steam,  heating,   and  interurban  railway, 

70, 
IX.  Two  plants  operated  as  one,  71, 

Apportioning  expense  of  sidetrack  facilities  between  railroad  and  in- 
dustry as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  La;w>  26,  25a. 

Contract  between  city  and  railroad  relative  to  division  of  subway  cross- 
ing expense  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  make  a  din'crent 
apportionment,  see  Constitutional  Law,  30. 

Failure  of  statute  to  provide  means  of  bringing  city  before  Commission 
in  proceedings  to  construct  crossing  as  preventing  Commission  from 
imposing  any  liability  on  city  for  the  crossing,  see  Cbossings,  13. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  eliminating  grade  crossing,  nee  Cbos.sings» 
24-28.  ■ 
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APPORTIONMEKT,  I.-III.  19 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  eliminating  electrical  interference,  see  Elec- 
TBICITT,  18-20. 

Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege  in- 
validity of  statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate  railroad 
crossings  and  apportion  costs,  see  MuNiciPALTnES,  5. 

Validity  of  order  establishing  maximum  joint  freight  rates  without  de- 
termining method  of  dividing  rates  between  carriers,  see  Rates, 
232. 

Missouri  statutes  relative  to  apportionment  of  cost  of  railroad  crossing, 
see  Statutes,  4. 

Method  of  division  of  revenues  from  toll  service  between  telephone  com- 
panies, see  TU.XPRONBS,  5,  6. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  apportioned  between  departments  of 
utility,  see  Valuation,  342. 

J.  JurUdietton  of  Oommdsaion, 

1.  That  certain  methods  of  apportioning  operating  expenoes  were 
used  by  a  railroad  in  a  case  in  which  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  de- 
clared the  West  Virginia  statute,  prescribing  a  passenger  fare  of  2 
cents  a  mile,  unconstitutional  as  applied  to  that  railroad,  does  not  re- 
quire the  Commission  to  approve  those  methods  in  a  proceeding  by  an- 
other carrier  for  an  increase  beyond  2  cents  a  mile,  where  the  court  did 
not  pass  upon  the  reasonableness  of  the  methods.  Re  Chesapeake  &  0. 
R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  152. 

2.  The  Missouri  Commission  cannot,  in  the  absence  of  statutory 
authority,  apportion  the  expense  of  operating  a  jointly  owned  telephone 
exchange,  or  enforce  a  contract  for  apportionment.  Harrison  County 
Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Worth  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  34, 

II.  MlectricUy. 

3.  The  *%our8'  use**  method  of  cost  analysis  was  used  in  fixing  rates 
for  different  classes  of  electric  consumers,  in  the  absence  of  evidence 
sufficient  to  apportion  accurately  the  property  used  by  each  class  and 
the  costs  attaching  thereto.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

4.  In  estimating  the  consumer  oost  of  small  electric  customers  al- 
leged to  be  served  at  a  loss,  outlays  for  advertising  and  soliciting,  and 
the  loss  from  uncoUectable  bills,  should  not  be  apportioned  equally^ 
among  all  consumers;  nor  riiould  the  investment  in  mains  and  cost  of 
maintaining  them  be  charged  directiy  against  each  consumer.  Moritz 
V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

III.  Interurhan  railways. 

6.  The  cost  of  local  electric  railway  service  of  a  company  furnishing 
both  local  service  and  express  or  through  service  is  not  properly  deter- 
mined by  applying  the  general  average  costs  per  electric  car  mile  to  lo- 
cal car  mileage,  where  there  are  dissimilarities  in  the  conditions  of  serv- 
ice, such  as  the  use  of  smaller  cars  and  a  greater  density  of  car  movement 
in  the  local  service;  since  the  operating  cost  is  less  for  small  than  for 
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20  APPORTIONMENT,  IV.,  V.  a. 

large  equipment,  and  the  greater  density  of  car  movement  of  the  local 
service  should  give  a  less  than  average  cost  for  maintenance  of  way  and 
structures  and  general  expense.  Regular  Democratic  Organization  t. 
Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  677. 

6.  That  an  interurban  railway  diviaicm  is  operated  at  a  loss  is  not 
conclusive  that  one  line  is  so  operated,  where  the  earnings  and  expenses 
of  all  lines  using  the  division  are  not  apportioned.  Love  v.  Lehigh  Val- 
ley Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  385. 

IV.  Natural  gas. 

7.  Values,  revenues,  and  expenses  of  a  natural'gas  producing  sys- 
tem were  apportioned  between  distributing  systems  on  the  basis  of  tiie 
sales  to  each  system.  Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  947. 

F.  Railroads. 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  apportioning  cost  of  sidetracks  and  connections, 
P.tJ.R.19I7F,  p.  174. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  to  determine  freight  earnings  on  rail- 
road branch  lines,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  182. 

Definitions  of  "locomotive-mile  method,**  "train -mile  method,'*  "gross 
weight  method,"  "gross  ton-mil6  method,*'  "revenue  train  mile,**  "reve- 
nue locomotive  miles,"  "mixed  train  miles,"  'locomotive  mile,"  "train 
mile,"  and  "car  mile,"  as  used  in  apportioning  operating  expenses  be- 
tween different  services,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  174. 

Discussion  of  "locomotive  ton  mile**  ratio  basis  of  division  between 
passenger  and  freight  services,  P.tJ.R.1917B,  p.  534. 

8.  In  est^Ushing  local  rates  to  l^e  charged  by  an  interstate  carrier, 
a  state  must  be  assumed  to  intend  to  confine  its  action  within  the  limits 
set  by  the  Federal  Constitution>  and  not  to  seek  an  unjust  advantage 
from  the  difi&culty  of  dividing  expense  and  income  between  intrastate 
and  interstate  business.  Rowland  v.  Boyle  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917E,  685 
(S.  C.  244  U.  S.  106,  61  L.  ed.  1022,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  577). 

9.  An  apportionment  of  revenues  and  expenses  as  between  pas- 
senger service  and  mail  express  and  milk  service,  on  the  same  cars,  is 
palpably  erroneous  where  the  conclusions  are  based  on  tfa«  assumption 
that  the  uNMith  of  August  is  representative  of  the  entire  year;  where 
the  expenses  of  operating  sleeping,  dining,  parlor,  and  official  cars  are 
charged  to  the  passenger  service,  and  the  revenues  therefrom  are  cred- 
ited to  the  special  or  outside  service;  where  in  making  the  division  be- 
tween the  two  services  on  the  relative  ton-mile  use  of  car-floor  space 
the  excess  weight  of  the  heavier  special  service  cars  is  not  charged  to 
the  special  service;  and  where  a  charge  has  been  made  to  passenger 
service  of  all  of  the  box-baggage  cars,  although  three  quarters  of  the 
space  therein  was  used  for  the  special  service.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  ▼. 
Fellows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  623  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  387). 
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b.  Expenses. 

1.  As  betioeen  /mipfci  and  pmss^nger  traffic. 

10.  It  is  unreaflonable  to  apportion  the  expense,  of  maintenance  of 
equipment,  including  locomotive  repairs,  between  passenger  and  freight 
service  upon  the  locomotive-mileage  basis,  where  no  consideration  is 
given  to  the  fact  that  it  costs  more  to  repair  freight  locomotives  than 
passenger  locomotives,  and  that  a  large  per  cent  of  the  total  engine 
mileage  is  "mine  run"  or  "switching**  mileage,  which  is  distinctly  freight 
ficrvice.     Re  Chesapeake  &  0.  K.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  152. 

n.  In  apportioning  railroad  expenses  between  freight  and  passenger 
service,  "mine-run  expense,**  consisting  of  a  crew  having  the  duty  to 
distribute  and  collect  coal  cars,  should  be  assigned  to  the  freight  busi- 
ness.   Re  Chesapeake  &  0.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  162. 

12.  Railroad-yard  expenses,  which  include  a  "mine-run  expense*' 
consisting  of  a  crew  having  the  duty  to  distribute  and  collect  coal  cars, 
are  properly  apportioned  between  passenger  and  freight  service  on  the 
switch-engine  mile  basis,  although  the  coal-ear  services  are  nenrly  all 
performed  between  the  point  of  assemblage  and  the  mine,  and  the  car- 
rier receives  revenue  only  to  the  point  of  assemblage,  since  expense 
should  be  assigned  where  incurred,  regardless  of  the  question  of  revenue. 
Re  Chesapeake  &  O.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  152. 

13.  In  apportioning  the  expense  of  maintenance  of  way  and  struc- 
tures between  freight  and  passenger  service,  the  gross  weight  method, 
although  not  taking  into  account  the  speed  of  the  train,  is  at  least  en- 
titled to  as  much  consideration  as  the  revenne  locomotive  mile  method 
or  as  the  method  of  apportionment  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  division 
of  the  following  accounts;  road  enginemen,  fuel  for  road  locomotives, 
water  for  road  looomotiTes,  lubricants  for  road  locomotives,  other  sup- 
plies for  road  locomotives,  road  trainmen,  and  train  supplies  and  ex- 
penses.   Re  Cherapeake  &  O.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  152^ 

14.  The  reasonabkness  of  existing  railroad  passenger  rates  cannot 
be  determined  by  a  calculation  based  on  an  apportionment  of  the  ex- 
penses assigned  to  intrastate  traffic  between  freight  and  passenger  bu8i> 
ness  by  a  combination  of  different  bases  employed  by  other,  including 
larger,  railroads  having  a  traffic  of  different  character;  and  by  an  ap- 
portionment between  mail  and  express,  intrastate  and  interstate,  busi- 
ness on  a  basis  arrived  at  by  combining  the  results  arrived  at  by  various 
roads,  as  the  result  of  tests  made  in  other  states,  by  the  application  of 
the  Oklahoma  formula.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  272. 

If).  The  apportionment  of  the  maintenance  of  way  and  structures 
accounts  of  a  railroad  between  freight  and  passenger  traffic  on  the  loco- 
motive mile  basis  is  an  imreliable  method  of  determining  costs  for  rate- 
making  purposes*  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  272. 

16.  The  apportionment  of  the  common  expense  of  the  maintenance 
of  railroad  statiions  between  freight  and  passenger  business  on  the  basis 
of  the  space  used  in  the  station,  and  the  wages  of  the  employees  that 
are  common  to  both  services,  according  to  the  time  devoted  to  each,  was 
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22  APPORTIONMENT,  V.  b,  2. 

approved  by  the  Kansas  Commission,  in  a  rate  inquiry.     Re  Atchison, 
T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

17.  The  apportionment  of  the  common  expense  of  the  maintenance 
of  railroad  ways  and  structures  between  freight  and  passenger  business 
on  the  engine  ton-mile  basis  was  disapproved  by  the  Kansas  Commis- 
sion in  a  rate  inquiry.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  272. 

18.  The  Kansas  Commission  favors  the  gross  ton-mile  basis  of  ap- 
portionment as  between  freight  and  passenger  traffic  of  certain  main- 
tenance of  way  accounts,  consisting  of  roadway  maintenance,  bridges, 
trestles,  and  culverts,  ties,  rails,  other  track  material,  ballast,  track  lay- 
ing, and  surfacing.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  272. 

2.  As  "between  state  and  interstate  traffic. 

19.  Passenger  terminal  charges  are  for  that  which  the  passenger 
uses, — the  station  facilities,  cost  of  selling  tickets,  handling  of  his  bag** 
gage,  etc., — and  should  be  apportioned  between  state  and  interstate 
passengers  in  proportion  to  the  number  that  use  the  facilities.  Re  At- 
chison, T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

20.  The  line  expense  of  passenger  traffic  consists  of  the  expense  of 
operating  trains  from  the  time  they  enter  the  state  until  they  reach 
their  destination  within  the  state  or  until  they  cross  the  state  line  on 
their  departure,  including  the  expense  of  the  stopping  and  starting  at 
intermediate  stations,  and  such  expenses  should  be  divided  between  in- 
trastate and  interstate  business  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  miles 
traveled  by  intrastate  and  interstate  passengers.  Re  Atchison,  T.  ft  S. 
F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

21.  The  expense  of  locomotive  repairs  should  be  apportioned  between 
intrastate  and  interstate  service  by  assigning  to  states  the  repairs  of 
individual  engines  and  the  mileage  made  by  those  ^figines  in  each  state, 
and  by  assigning  those  repairs  for  which  there  are  no  mileage  records, 
according  to  the  class  of  service  that  the  mileage  made  bore  to  the  total 
mileage  made  since  the  last  general  overhauling  of  the  engine, — rather 
than  by  assigning  light  or  current  running  repairs  to  states  according 
to  the  current  locomotive  mileage  in  the  state,  and  heavy  or  general  re- 
pairs according  to  the  individtral  locomotive  mile  basis.  Re  Cliesapeake 
ft.  0.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  152. 

22.  A  large  sum  paid  by  a  railroad  company  to  redeem  coupons  is- 
sued for  excess  fares  pending  the  determination  of  the  validity  of  a 
state  statute  prescribing  a  maximum  rate  cannot  be  charged  as  an  ex- 
pense to  the  intrastate  service,  nor  prorated  over  the  interstate  system, 
in  determining  whether  to  allow  an  increase  over  the  statutory  rate, 
since  such  expense  cannot  be  considered  at  all,  as  it  cannot  reasonably 
be  expected  to  recur  in  the  future,  evai  though  it  was  proper  expense 
for  the  year  in  which  it  was  incurred.  Re  Chesapeake  ft  0.  R.  Co.  (W. 
Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  152. 

23.  In  apportioning  the  general  expenses  of  a  railroad  system  be- 
tween intrastate  and  interstate  service,  the  mileage  of  a  subsidiary 
company  should  be  included  although  it  has  not  been  taken  over  as  a 
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part  of  tt^  syttem,  and  although  tho  salaries  of  ^e  general  officers  of 
the  ^gtem  hare  not  been  increased  because  of  any  additional  work  in 
Bupervising  that  road,  vrhen  both  companies  are  in  fact  operated  luider 
one  system  whose  general  officers  supervise  the  subsidiary.  Re  Chesa- 
peake &  0.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  162. 

e.  Bevenues, 

24.  The  use  of  an  average  tonnage  per  car  and  an  average  revenue 
per  car  for  an  entire  line,  from  which  is  deducted  the  assumed  cost 
of  service  between  particular  points  on  such  line,  is  not  the  proper 
method  of  arriving  at  the  earnings  per  car  between  such  points.  Re 
Denver  k  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  195. 

d.  Values  or  investtnent. 

25.  The  value  of  railroad  property  used  for  mail  and  express  busi- 
ness was  eliminated  in  estimating  the  vahie  of  the  company's  property 
for  the  purpose  of  fixing  passenger  rates.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co. 
(Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

26.  The  value  of  railroad  property  was  apportioned  by  the  Kansas 
Commission  between  freight  and  passenger,  intrastate  and  interstate 
business,  for  rate-making  purposes,  by  the  same  formula  used  in  the  ap- 
portionment of  expenses  between  the  same  services.  Re  Atchison,  T.  & 
S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)   P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

27.  The  book  cost  of  a  railroad  was  apportioned  between  passenger 
and  freight  service,  in  the  absence  of  a  valuation,  by  taking  the  average 
of  the  values  apportioned  (1)  on  the  basis  of  the  proportion  of  operat- 
ing expenses;  (2)  on  the  basis  of  the  cost  of  maintenance  of  way  and 
etructures;  (3)  by  applying  the  direct  charges  of  each  service,  adding 
to  the  amounts  the  common  expenses  based  on  the  proportion  of  operat- 
ing expenses;  and  (4)  by  applying  the  direct  charges  of  each  service, 
adding  to  the  amount  the  common  expenses  based  on  the  cost  of  mainte- 
nance of  ways  and  structures.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1019. 

yj.  Telephones. 

a.  In  general. 

28.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  telephone  rate  for  switch- 
ing rural  service  stations,  the  annual  operating  revenues  and  expenses 
of  the  company  were  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  owned  stations  and 
service  stations.  Re  Independent  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  658. 

1 

h.  Expenses. 

Power  of  Commission  to  apportion  expense  of  jointly  owned  telephone 
exchange,  see  supra,  2. 

Discussion  of  apportionment  of  railroad  fares,  livery,  board  and 
lodging  incurred  in  connection  with  labor,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  220. 
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Discuseion  of  method  of  allocating  the  expenses  of  interstate  tele- 
phone companies  to  single  state  for  rate  makiag,  P.U J1.1917B,  p.  ^1. 

Discussion  of  method  of  the  apportionment  of  the  property  of  the 
Mountain  States  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Ck>mpany  in  the  Colorado  valua- 
tion, P.U.R.1917B,  p.  233. 

29.  The  principle  upon  which  the  method  of  determining  the  cost 
of  various  classes  of  telephone  servieet  for  rate  making  rests  is  that  of 
(1)  determining,  so  far  as  possible,  the  total  of  all  expense  which  is 
directly  incident  to  the  serving  of  each  class  of  service;  and  (2)  the 
readjustment  among  classes  of  the  expenses  thus  determined,  using  the 
traffic  among  the  classes  as  the  basis  for  the  readjustment.  Re  Portage 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1017C,  647. 

30.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  of  the  service,  the  expenses  of  switch 
lines  were  apportioned  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission  to  the  various 
classes  of  service  of  a  telephone  company  in  proportion  to  the  use  made 
of  the  switch  line  by  these  classes,  and  in  turn  the  expenses  of  the  com- 
pany's classes  of  service  were  apportioned  to  the  switched  class  in  pro- 
portion to  the  relative  amount  of  use  which  the  switched  subscribers 
made  of  the  equipment  of  the  company.  Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
1917C,  647. 

31.  In  determining  the  cost  of  telephone  service,  operator's  wages 
were  apportioned  directly  and  finally  on  the  basis  of  the  traffic  among 
the  various  classes  of  service,  properly  weighted  to  take  into  account 
the  extra  amount  of  time  required  to  complete  certain  classes  of  calls, 
as  compared  with  the  time  required  to  complete  other  classes  of  calls. 
Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

32.  In  determining  the  cost  of  telephone  service,  commercial  expense 
was  apportioned  finally  to  each  class  of  service  on  the  basis  of  the  num- 
ber of  bills  set  out  for  the  year  to  each  class.  Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)   P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

33.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  of  telephone  service,  general  and  undis- 
tributed expenses  exclusive  of  operation  and  maintenance  of  utility 
equipment  were  apportioned  as  an  overhead.  Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)   P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

34.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  of  telephone  service,  toll  service  was 
charged  with  its  full  pro  rata  of  expense  up  to  and  including  the  sub- 
scriber's phones.     Re  Portage  Telef^.  Co.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

35.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  of  telephone  service,  taxes  were  appor- 
tioned as  an  overhead  to  the  actual  cost  to  the  company  of  each  class 
of  service.     Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

36.  The  entire  salaries  of  telephone  operators  of  a  town  exchange 
that  performs  switching  service  for  rural  lines  should  be  charged  to  the 
town  exchange  and  the  revenues  derived  from  such  service  should  be 
included  in  its  revenues  where  the  statute  fixes  a  maximum  rate  for 
switching  rural  lines  at  a  specified  sum  for  each  telephone  instrument. 
Re  Estelline  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917P,  151. 

37.  A  telephone  company  should  by  the  use  of  work  and  material 
reports  segregate  all  operating  expenses  between  its  town  exchange  and 
rural  lines  so  as  to  make  proper  charges  to  each  for  all  material  fur- 
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nished  and  all  work,  labor,  acconntiBg,  and  snperrision.    Be  Estelline 
Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,  151. 

e.  Revenues, 

See  also  supra,  28. 

38.  The  amount  charged  by  a  town  exchange  for  switching  rural 
telephone  lines  should  be  credited  to  the  exchange  revenues.  Re  Es- 
telHne  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1917F,  151. 

VII.  Water.     ' 

a.  In  general. 

30.  Apportionment  of  the  value  ol  the  total  property  of  a  water  com- 
pany was  made  on  the  basis  of  43  per  cent  to  fire*protection  service  and 
57  per  cent  to  the  general  service,  total  operating  expeooses  on  the  basis 
of  15.3  per  cent  to  the  fire-proteotion  serviee,  and  total  charges,  includ- 
ing operating  expenses  and  mixed  expenses,  on  the  basis  of  32.4  to  such 
service.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1 
(S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

40.  Depreciation,  interest,  and  profits  were  apportioned  between  the 
fire  and  general  service  of  a  municipal  water  plant  on  the  basis  of  .the 
percentage  oi  investment  chargeable  to  each.  Skogmo  v.  River  FaUs 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

h.  Expenses. 

Definition  of  "capacity  costs,"  "consimier  costs,"  "output  costs," 
"out-of-pocket  costs,"  and  "ready  to  serve  costs,"  in  apportioning  water 
revenue,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  559. 

41.  Variable  costs  for  domestic,  industrial,  and  public  consumers 
should  be  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  the  quantity  of  water  consumed. 
Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)   P.UJt.l917E,  147. 

42.  The  total  operating  costs  of  a  small  municipal  water  utility  were 
apportioned  between  fire  and  general  service  respectively  at  $1,086  and 
$4,423.     Skogmo  v.  River  Falls   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

43.  For  the  purpose  of  determining  the  reasonableness  of  water  rates, 
the  total  cost  of  the  service  was  allocated  to  the  different  classes  of  serv- 
ice, including  fire  service,  and  the  total  cost  of  each  class  of  service  was 
then  further  divided  into  fixed  costs  and  proportional  or  variable  costs. 
Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.   (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  147. 

44.  The  cost  of  water  for  fire  service  should  be  met  by  charges  based 
on  the  proportion  of  inch  feet  of  main  in  the  piping  system,  with  an  ad- 
ditional charge  for  each  hydrant.  Re  Hackensack  Water  Ca  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  147. 

45.  In  determining  the  reasonablenesa  of  water  rates,  the  elements 
of  ascertained  cost  were  apportioned  to  fire  service  on  the  following 
basis:  Plant  value  and  fixed  charges,  14.5  per  cent  of  the  total  fixed 
charges;  depreciation,  13.5  per  cent  of  the  total  depreciation;  operat- 
ing expenses,  8.5  per  cent  of  the  total  operating  expenses;   weighted 
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average,  12.5  per  cent  of  the  gross  charges  for  water  service.    Re  Hack- 
ensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1917E,  147. 

46.  Interest  and  depreciation  on  municipal  waterworks  may  be  ap- 
portioned to  public  fire-protection  service  on  the  basis  of  the  per  cent 
of  plant  investment  necessary  for  such  service.  Wood  v.  La  Farge 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  763. 

47.  In  apportioning  expenses  chargeable  to  fire  service  between  pub- 
lic and  private  fire  protection,  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  fact 
that  the  amount  of  water  used  by  private  fire  equipment  might  be  very 
much  less  than  that  used  by  the  public  equipment.  Re  Portland  Water 
Dist.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  907. 

48.  Private  fire-protection  service  should  bear  its  just  part  of  the 
entire  expense  incident  to  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the 
plant,  rather  than  the  mere  extra  expense  imposed  upon  the  utility  by 
reason  of  such  service,  although  the  fire-sprinkler  systems  are  a  com- 
munity benefit,  do  not  add  to  the  capacity  requirement  of  the  plant, 
and  actually  reduce  the  amount  of  water  which  otherwise  would  be  used 
for  extinguishing  fires.  Re  Portland  Water  Dist.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
907. 

c.  Revenues. 

•  Discussion  of  the  "excess  method"  and  the  "proportional"  or  "sep- 
arate plant  method"  of  apportioning  water  revenue  to  public  fire  pro- 
tection service,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  560. 

49.  Water  revenue  from  domestic  and  industrial  service  was  appor- 
tioned 62  per  cent  to  readiness  to  serve  and  38  per  cent  to  output. 
Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

60.  Water  revenue  from  public  fire-protection  service  was  appor- 
tioned between  the  several  municipalities  in  accordance  with  the  num- 
ber of  miles  of  main  in  each  of  the  communities  and  the  number  of 
hydrants.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
478. 

51.  After  determining  the  gross  amount  that  should  be  paid  for  pub- 
lic fire  protection  to  a  water  utility  serving  a  number  of  small  towns, 
the  Pennsylvania  Commission  apportioned  the  same  between  the  munici- 
palities served  upon  the  basis  of  the  number  of  miles  of  mains  and  the 
number  of  fire  hydrants  in  each  municipality.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio 
Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

df.  Valuea. 

Discussion  of  methods  employed  in  apportioning  various  kinds  of 
waterworks  property  for  fire  and  domestic  service  for  rate  making. 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  29. 

52.  The  property  of  a  water  company  was  apportioned  between  fire 
and  domestic  service  on  the  basis  of  the  present  fair  valuation,  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  the  property  on  which  a  return  for 
fire  protection  could  be  based.  Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  17. 

53.  The  value  of  a  water  system  may  be  apportioned  between  fire 
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proteetion  and  private  Mrvice  bj  findiag  the  value  of  a  hypothetical 
plant  for  private  service  only,  and  subtracting  that  amount  ftotii  the 
total  value.    Re  Kent  Water  in  Light  Go.  ((%io)  P.U.R.1917A,  261. 

64.  la  determining  the  reasonableness  ot  rates  for  fire-protection 
service,  32  per  eent  of  the  total  value  of  the  property  of  the  company 
was  apportioned  to  auoh  service.  Re  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  624. 

Tltl,  Companies  operating  more  ^an  one  uttiity, 
a.  Electricity  and  gas. 

55.  The  investment  and  operations  in  the  different  departments  of  a 
utility  should  be  segregated  in  order  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of 
the  rates  and  the  return  to  be  allowed  for  the  separate  and  independent 
services.    Re  Bronx  Qas  k  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  777. 

56.  The  value  of  land  uied  for  gas  and  electric  planta  was  appor- 
tioned between  the  different  departments  on  the  basis  of  relative  areas 
occupied  by  each  of  the  plants.  Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat, 
A  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.  346). 

6.  Electricity  and  steam  heating. 

57.  The  apportionment  of  operating  expenses  as  between  the  electric 
and  steam  heating  departments  ot  a  utility  on  the  basis  of  coal  con- 
sumption in  some  cases  and  investment  in  others  was  held  proper.  Re 
Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

5B.  A  utility  operating  its  combined  electric  and  heating  plant  mere- 
ly because  of  the  existing  heating  business,  and  procuring  most  of  its 
current  from  other  sources,  should  credit  the  heating  depi^rtment  for 
current  generated  at  the  combined  plant  on  a  basis  of  cost  rather  than 
on  a  basis  of  worth,  by  taking  the  average  of  the  actual  cost  of  pro- 
duction at  the  heat  plant  with  the  cost  of  electricity  procured  elsewhere, 
instead  of  taking  the  average  cost  of  procuring  the  current  from  other 
sources.    Re  Alton  Gas  Jt  E.  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917F,  12. 

o*  Electricity  and  telephone. 

59.  A  public  utility  furnishing  different  kinds  of  service,  such  as 
telephone  and  electric  light,  should  institute  a  system  of  bookkeeping 
or  accounting  which  will  result  in  the  segregation  of  all  revenues  and 
expenses  between  the  different  departments  and  should  by  the  use  of  work 
and  material  reports  assign  as  between  the  different  departments  all 
expenses,  whether  for  material,  supplies,  labor,  accounting,  or  supervi' 
sion,  in  such  a  manner  as  to  charge  against  each  plant  its  proper  pro- 
portion of  the  operating  expenses,  according  to  the  work  done  or  ma- 
terial furnished.  Re  Estelline  Teleph.  k  Electric  Co.  (8.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  151. 

60.  Rental  for  .the  part  of  a  building  used  by  the  electric  depart- 
ment should  be  included  in  the  revenues  of  the  telephone  department 
where  the  valuation  placed  upon  the  telephone  plant  includes  the  value 
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of  the  building  and  lot.    Re  Estelline  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.   (S.  D.) 
P,U.R,1917F,  161. 

61.  The  accounts  for  different  depar^ents  of  a  utility  using  inter- 
changeably the  poles  of  the  other  department  should  show  charges  to 
the  respective  departments  for  the  use  of  the  poles  and  should  include 
in  the  reTenues  of  each  department  the  rentals  derived  therefrom.  Re 
Estelline  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,  161. 

62.  The  salary  of  the  manager  and  his  assistant  of  a  utility  operat- 
ing a  telephone  plant  and  electric  light  plant  was  apportionecl  between 
the  different  departments  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  the  two  plants. 
Re  Estelline  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,  151. 

d.  EleciricHtf  and  water, 

63.  In  apportioning  the  value  of  a  utility's  land  for  rate  making  b&> 
tween  its  water  and  electric  departments,  five  sixths  of  its  total  value 
was  assigned  to  the  water  department.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  & 
Light  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1   (S.  0.  4  IlL  P.  U.  C.  R;  113). 

64.  In  a  rate  valuation  75  per  cent  of  the  total  value  of  the  jointly 
used  plant  equipment  of  a  utility  was  apportioned  to  its  electrical  de- 
partment and  25  per  cent  to  its  water  department.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln 
Water  k  Light  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

65.  In  a  rate  valuation  general  equipment,  jointly  used  by  the  elec- 
tric and  water  departments  of  a  utility,  was  equally  apportioned  be- 
tween them.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1 
(S.  C.  4I1LP.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

66.  In  a  rate  valuation,  25  per  cent  of  the  present  value  of  all  the 
jointly  used  and  useful  buildings  and  structures  of  a  utility  were  ap- 
portioned to  its  electric  department,  and  approximately  7*  per  cent  to 
its  water  department.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  k  Light  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  III.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

e.  Blectricityy  gas,  and  steam  Keating, 

67.  An  apportionment  of  commercial  expense  to  the  gas,  electric, 
and  steam  heating  departments  of  a  utility,  on  the  basis  of  the  number 
of  consumers  in  these  departments,  was  held  proper.  Re  Colorado 
Springs,  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

68.  An  apportionment  of  valuation  expense,  accidents,  and  damages, 
legal  expense  in  connection  with  damages,  interest  on  consumers*  •  de- 
posits, rent,  and  county  and  state  taxes  between  the  gas,  electric,  and 
heating  departments  of  the  utility,  on  the  basis  of  gross  revenue,  was 
held  proper.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  385. 

69.  Apportionment  of  inventory  and  appraisal  costs  between  the 
gas,  electric,  and  heating  departments  of  a  utility  os  the  basis  of  their 
appraised  value  and  of  the  cost  of  conducting  rate  hearings  on  the  basis 
of  gross  revenue,  were  held  proper.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat 
k  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  386, 
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/.  Electricity f  steam  heatingf  and  interurhan  railwmy. 

70.  In  apportioning  the  values  of  property  used  in  the  steam -heat- 
ing service  of  a  utility  furnishing  electricity  and  steam  heat  in  two  cities 
and  interurhan  railway  service  between  such  cities,  consideration  must 
be  given  to  the  saving  effected  by  the  utility's  present  method  of  opera- 
tion in  generating  all  the  electricity  in  one  city,  rather  than  operating 
combined  electric  and  steam-heating  plants  in  each  city  as  formerly, 
thus  nuiking  available  large  quantiiieB  of  ^chausi  steam  for  heating 
purposes  in  the  city  served  by  the  combined  plant,  since  the  entire  ad- 
vantage of  this  method  of  operation  should  not  be  enjoyed  solely  by  the 
heat  consumers  in  the  latter  city.  Kennedy  v.  De  Kalb-Sycamore 
Electric  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  288. 

IX,  Two  plants  operated  as  one, 

71.  In  investigating  the  rates  of  an  electric  distributiqg  ooflipany 
which  receives  current  from  a  producer  which  itself  serves  a  city  in 
Canada,  the  value  of  the  property  of  the  companies,  and  their  operat- 
ing revenues  and  expenses,  were  treated  as  an  eniirety,  it  a^peAring 
that  the  ownership  of  the  stock  of  the  compluiies  was  practically  identi- 
cal, that  they  were  operated  by  n  common  management,  that  the  distrib- 
uter assimied  responsibility  for  the  rates  and  reported  to  the  Commis- 
sion the  operation  of  both  plants  as  an  entirety,  and  that  if  the  ^uctlom 
ordered  wa^  not  adopted  in  the  other  city  it  would  h«rm  only  that  city. 
Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)   P.U.R.1017D,  202. 

APPBAI8AI.. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  makiuji^,  see  Appostionment,  69. 
Weight  to  be  attached  to,  see  Valuation,  7-9. 
Capitalization  of  appraisal  expenses,  see  Valuation,  222. 

APPRECIATIOH. 

Effect  on  allowance  lor  depreeiation^  of  appreciation  of  land,  see 

Dkpbeciation,  43. 
Consideration  of  advanced  market  price  in  valuatioiv  see  Vauja- 

TION,  45,  40, 
Confiscation  in  failing  to  recognize  appreciation  of  property,  see 

Valuation,  47. 
As  affecting  valuation,  see  Valuation,  49. 
Of  roadbed  by  adaptation  and  solidifieatien* .  see.  Valuation,  294> 

205. 
Considerntion  of  appreciation  of  land  in  valuation  proceedings,  see 

Valuation,  308. 

ABBITBABT  POWER. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of  charge 
police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of  police 
power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  79. 
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AREAS. 

Division  of  territory  between  telephone  exchanges,  see  Sbbvice, 
258-264. 

ARIZOHA. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Arizona  Constitution  and  statute 
over  Pullman  car  service,  see  Service,  44. 

ARTI0£E8  OF  IlTCORPORAnOir. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  company  to  complete  con- 
struction of  road  between  points  designated  in  articles  of  in- 
corporation, See  Service,  6. 

ARTIFIOIAI.  OA8. 

See  Gas. 

ASCfiRTAXllM£NT. 

Of  value  or  cost,  see  VALUATioif ,  25-70. 

ASBSWMBB  VALVm. 

Value  assessed  for  purposes  of  taxation  as  measure  of  value  for 
rate  making,  see  Valuation,  71-73. 

ASSBTS. 

Deduction  from  plant  account  of  excess  value  of  stock  over  assets, 
see  Valuation,  59. 

A8SOCIATXOH. 

Unincorporated  mutual  association  composed  of  other  mutual  and 
imincorporated  companies,  as  entitled  to  protection  against 
competition,  see  Monopolt  and  CoMFBrrnoN,  39. 

ATTAOHIHO  BUBI1IE88. 

Cost  of,  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valuation,  379-383. 

ATTORKim. 

Discrimination  in  low  telephone  rate  to,  see  Discrimination,  34. 
Allowance  for  legal  expense  as  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation, 
108,  114,  117,  119-126,  174,  178. 

ATTRACnHO  CAPITAr. 

Liberal  return  necessary  for,  see  Return,  14. 

Return  to  yield  dividends  to  attract  capital,  see  Return,  54-67. 

AUTOMOBII.B8. 

Showing  necessity  to  warrant  issuance  of  certificate  for  operation 
of,  see  CiBTiFiOATE  OP  Convenience  and  Necessitt,  21. 

Elimination  of  grade  crossing  because  of  danger  to  automobiles, 
see  Crossinos,  22. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Depreciation,  18. 
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MuBJeipal  consent  under  New  York  statute  relative  to  auto  bus 
lines  as  not  constituting  franchise  under  Second-cla«8  Cities 
Law,  see  Franchises,  1. 

Power  of  Philippine  Islands  Commission  to  protect  automobile  car- 
riers from  competition,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  7. 

Automobile  competition  with  electric  railways,  see  Monopolt  anp 
Competition,  4^52. 

Operated  as  common  carrier  as  public  utility,  see  Public  UTiLmES, 
26,  27. 

Annotation  on  neeesBity  of  securing  certificate  of  convenience  foi 
operation  of  jitney  bus  in  a  city  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  371. 

1.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  cannot  grant  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  operation  of  bus  lines^ 
where  the  local  authorities  have  failed  to  take  the  necessary  l^al  steps 
requisite  to  the  grant  of  a  right  or  franchise  required  by  §  53  of  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commissions  Law  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  consent  of 
the  Commission;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  the  grant  is  in  the  fo]rm  of 
a  permit.    Re  Fifth  Ave.  Coach  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  537. 

AUTO  BTAIITERS. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  auto  starters  in  buildings  of  gas 
and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  260. 

AUXIUART  PUMP. 

See  Pumps. 

AVERAGE  PRICES. 

Use  of,  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  VMLVMftton,  lOl-40Ii: 

BAD  Aooouirra. 

UncoUectable  accounts  as  charge  to  operating  expoises,  see  Re- 
turn, l71. 

BAGGAGE. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  handling  baggage,  see  Appobtxonment,  19. 

Lower  baggage  rates  to  commercial  travelers  as  unlawftil  discrimi- 
nation, see  DisoBiMiNATiON,  71-75. 

Ease  in  handling  baggage  as  justification  for  issuance  of  mileage 
books,  see  Rates,  195. 

Rates  for  excess  baggage,  see  Rates,  196-200. 

Charge  for  storage  of  baggage,  see  Rates,  201,  202. 

Duty  of  interurban  railway  to  carry  baggage,  see  Service,  171. 

Carriage  of,  by  street  railway  company,  see  Sebviob,  237. 

BAGGAGE  TRAHBFER  COMPANIES. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  property,  see  Depreciation,  18. 

Grant  of  exclusive  privilege  to  maintain  stand,  see  Discrimination, 

122. 
Allowance  of  12  per  cent  for  return  to  company,  see  Return,  59. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


32  BALLAST— BETTERMENTS. 

Validity  of  award  of  privilege  to  maintain  carriage  stand  and  bag- 
gage transfer  at  railroad  station,  see  Sebvicb,  199. 
Valuation  of  property  of,  see  Valuation. 
Allowance  for  working  capital  company,  see  Valuation,  33(r. 

BALUiST. 

Apportionment  of  maintenance  of,  see  Appobtioxment,  18. 

BATTERIE8. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Depbeciation,  18. 
Requiring  telephone  aubacribers  to  procure  batteries,  see  Seevios, 
119. 

BEER. 

Establishment  of  express  station  to  facilitate  shipments  of  bear 
into  prohibition  states,  see  Seevicb,  41. 

BEIX  SYSTEM. 

Payment  by  operating  company  to  parent  company  for  general  su- 
pervision services,  see  Retuen,  153. 

Physical  connection  between  local  exchange  and  toll  lines  of,  see 
Sebvice,  274. 

BENEFITS. 

Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  benefit  fimd,  P.U.R.1917D,  p. 
869. 


See  also  Repairs  and  Replacements. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  award  compeaaaHoii  lor  bet- 
temutnis  and  exteeaions  made  after  fixing  of  value  for  munici- 
pal acquisition,  see  Municipal  Plant,  2. 

Issuance  of  securities  to  pay  for  future  betterments,  see  Sboubitt 
Issues,  29. 

When  coat  of,  is  not  to  be  borne  by  proceeds  of  security  issues,  see 
Secubttt  Issues,  35. 

Security  issues  for  improvements  paid  for  out  of  income,  see  Se- 
cubttt Issues,  36. 

Considered  in  original  cost,  see  Valuation,  40. 

Consideration  of  bond  discount  in  ascertaining  cost  of,  see  Valua- 
tion, 187. 

Allowance  for  betterments  made  after  valuation,  see  Valuation, 
216-220. 

Appreciating  value  of  land,  see  Valuation,  303,  304,  307,  308. 

Not  included  in  investment  in  determining  allowance  for  going 
value,  see  Valuation^  401. 

Annotation   on  issue  of   securities   for   permanent  improvements, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  842. 

Definition  of  betterments  as  used  in  Uniform  System  of  Accounts, 
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BIDS— BOAKD  OF  EDUCATION.  33 

providing  for  clasaiflcation  of  capital  ej^oditures,  P.U.B.1917F,  p« 
450. 

R)ile  of  accounting  for  improyements  on  leased  property,  P.U.R. 
1917F,  p.  466. 

BIDS. 

Public  utility  not  to  make  contract  for  gupplies,  or  constniction 
with  concern  in  which  officers  or  directors  have  interests  except 
after  competitive  bidding,  see  Public  Utilities,  3. 

Approval  of  ccmtract  for  street  lighting,  see  Bates,  63,  64. 

BUtlJMO  PERIOD. 

For  rural  consumers,  see  Payment,  3,  32. 

BUXS  FOB  8EBVICE. 

Apportionment  of   loss   from   uncoUectable  bills,   see  AppoBnoN- 

MENT,  4. 
Single  bill  for  several  installations,  see  Discbuunation,  60. 
Payment  of  bills  for  service,  see  Payment. 
Unbilled  current  considered  in  allowance  for  working  ei^pital,  see 

Valuation,  326. 
Time  of  payment  considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital,  see 

Valuation,  332. 

Bules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  bills  for  water  service,  P.UJ1.1917C,  p. 
260. 

BIIX8  PATABI.E. 

Considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  316* 
318. 

BIIX8  BBOBIVABI^ 

Considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  316- 
318. 

BLOCK  BATES. 

For  electricity,  see  Rates,  144,  146. 

Zone  and  block  system  of  express  rates,  see  Rates,  ICl. 

Discussion  of  electric  block  rates  for  residence  and  commercial 
lighting,  P.U.R.1017A,  p.  987. 

BltOCK  nOH All. 

Delay  in  construction  of  block  signals  during  war,  see  Sebvicb,  182. 

IfpABDIKO  HOUSB. 

Additional  telephone  charge  for  residence  having  roomers  and 
boarders,  see  Rates,  276. 

BOABD  OF  EBUCATIOH. 

Giving  free  natural  gas  to  board  of  ei^ucatijn  for  use  In  schools 
as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  38,  30. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 3. 
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34        BOARD  OF  GAS  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  COM'RS— BO^DS. 

BOARD  OF  OAS  AND  ELECTBIC  UOHT  COMMISSIONERS. 

See  Commissions. 

BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  UTILITT  COMMISSIONERS. 

See  Commissions. 

BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COMMISSIONERS. 

See  Commissions. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE. 

Shipment  of  grain  to  shipper  on  floor  of  board  of  trade  as  inter- 
state commerce,  see  Intebstate  Commebce,  2. 

BOILERS. 

Charge  for,  in  flxing  cost  of  extension,  see  Valuation,  229. 

BOND  ACCOUNT. 

Use  of,  in  ascertaining  book  value,  see  Valuaticn,  77. 

BOND  DISCOUNT. 

Allowance  for,  in  estimating  operating  expenses,  sec  Return,  162. 
Surplus,  when  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Secubity  Issues,  5. 
Considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  77,  181-192. 

Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  bond  discount,  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  863. 

Rule  of  accounting  for,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  454. 

BONDS. 

Accounting  of  expenditures  for  retirement  of  bonds,  see  Account- 
ing, 1. 

Railway  company  guaranteeing  bonds  of  electric  company  as  not 
entitled  to  rate  unfair  to  other  consumers,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 7. 

Power  of  a  utility  to  guarantee  the  bonds  of  another  company  as 
incident  to  its  right  to  make  traffic  arrangements  with  Budk 
company,  see  Intescobfobate  Relations,  4. 

Iklunicipal  plant  not  to  provide  for  interest  on  bonds  which  have 
been  retired,  see  Rktubn,  28. 

Interest  on,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  128. 

Interest  or  discount  on,  as  an  operating  expenje,  see  Retubn,  137- 
163. 

Municipal  acquisition  of  plant  to  be  effected  by  taxation  or  city 
bonds  and  not  by  fund  created  by  excessive  rates  prescribed  by 
municipal  franchise,  see  Retubn,  173. 

As  property  requiring  consent  of  Commission  before  sale,  see  Sale. 

Issuance  of,  see  Security  Issues. 

Substitution  of  stock  for  bonds,  see  Security  Issues,  22. 

Proportion  of  stock  to  bonds,  see  Security  Issues,  43,  44. 

Considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  32,  56-67. 

Bond  discoimt  considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  77,  181- 
192. 
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BONUS— BRIDGES.  U 

BOKTJS. 

Payment  of  bonus  to  employees,  see  RettTbn,  16(5. 
Allowance  for  common  stock  given  as  a  bonus,  see  Valuation,  188. 
Capitalization  of  bonuses  allowed  lor  subscriptions  to  capital  stock, 
see  Valuation,  206,  207. 

BOOK  COST  OR  VALUE. 

Basis  of  apportioning  book  cost  between  passenger  and  freigbt  serv* 

ice,  see  Appobtionment,  27. 
As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  26,  29,  42,  76-79. 

BOOKS. 

Power  of  Alabama  Commission  to  compel  production  of  books  for 
examination  by  adverse  party,  see  Commissions,  35. 

BORDER  LINE  TERRITORY. 

Extension  of  telephone  lines  into,  as  construction  of  new  plant,  see 
Cebtificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  15,  16. 

Extension  of  telephone  service  into  border  territory,  see  MoiropoLX 
AND  Competition,  44. 

BORROWED  MONET. 

Interest  on  borrowed  money  as  part  of  return  or  of  operating  ex- 
pense, see  Retubn,  157-163. 

BRAKES. 

One-man  street  cars  with  proper  safety  devices,  see  Sebtice,  23D. 

BRANCH  LINES. 

DifTerence  between  main  lire  and  branch  line  commodity  mtes  As 
unlawful  discrimination,  see  Disgbimi nation,  88. 

Effect  of  return  as  a  whole  on  requiring  sleeping  car  service  on 
-  branch  line  at  a  loss,  see  Heturn,  24. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  authorize  railroad  to  al\WTi«^on 
branch  line  operated  at  a  loss,  see  Service,  24. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  restoration  of  service  on  aban- 
doned railroad  branch  line,  see  Service,  32. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  conipaay  t^  eoa- 
struct  branch  road  or  switch,  see  Service,  37. 

Abandonment  of  service  on,  see  Sebviob,  186-189a. 

BREAKDOWN  SERVICE. 

Electric  rates  for,  see  Rates,  143. 

BREAKWATER. 

Ascertainmeut  of  reproduction  cost  of  water  mains  under  govern* 
ment  breakwater,  see  Valuation,  94. 

tiRlDQES. 

Apportionment  of  maintenance  of,  see  Apportionment,  18.. 
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Bridges  over  railroads,  see  Cbossinos. 

Adequacy  of  railroad  culvert  required  "to  restore  and  take  care  of 
watercourse,"  see  Railboads,  3. 

Annotation  on  compensation  for  use  of  bridge,  P.U.R.1017F,  p.  173. 

BROKERAGE. 

Allowance  for  brokerage  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation, 

132. 
Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  181-192. 

BUCEET  SHOP. 

Right  of  telegraph  company  to  refuse  stock  quotation  ticker  service 
to  bucket  shop,  see  Sebvioe,  251. 

BinU[>IKOS. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Depreciation,  19. 

Single  bill  to  owner  of  buildings  supplied  from  one  service,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 60. 

Minimum  charge  for  each  building  or  portion  thereof  occupied  by 
separate  family,  see  Rates,  78. 

Rate  for  water  for  building  purposes,  see  Rates,  84. 

Jurisdiction  of  Ck>lorado  Commission  to  order  the  discontinuance 
of  electric  service  on  complaint  of  mimicipality  that  wiring  of 
building  is  unsafe,  see  Service,  17. 

Discontinuance  of  metered  service  where  water  is  furnished  adjoin- 
ing lot  for  building  purposes,  see  Service,  80. 

Separate  service  pipe  for,  see  Service,  108. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation. 

BUIiK. 

Low  rate  for  water  sold  in  bulk  to  municipalities,  see  Disobdiina- 
TION,  67. 

BULLETIH  BOARDS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  bulletin  boards  at  railroad 
stations  without  telegraph  office,  sse  Service,  48. 

BURDEN  OF  PROOF. 

Generally,  see  Evidence. 

On  appeal  from  order  of  Commission,  see  Appeal  and  Rsvisw,  17- 
19,  21,  23,  24. 

BUROUkR  ALARM. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of,  on  wood  poles  carrying  electric  wires  of  two  w  more  par- 
iiei^  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  943. 

BUBINEBB. 

Effect  on  business  relations  of  increase  in  commutation  rates,  s^ 
Rates,  92. 
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Growth  of  business  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  see 
Return,  .58. 

Cost  of  development  of  business  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Val- 
uation, 379-383. 

BvnimBBn  commowi. 

California  Commission  without  power  to  set  aside  rates  merely  be- 
cause they  are  more  favorable  to  one  locality  than  to  an- 
other, see  Rates,  23. 

BUSniBSB  UmSEBSTS. 

Desire  of,  as  no  ground  for  approving  low  rate  to  manufacturers, 
see  Discrimination,  66. 

BUSIHBSB  TEX£PHOinB  RATES. 

Rates  for,  to  be  based  upon  actual  number  of  messages  sent,  see 

Discrimination,  96. 
Reduced  rates  f')r  residence  telephone  to  business  subscribers,  see 

Discrimination,  105-107. 
Business  rate  for  telephone  subscriber  engaged  in  retail  lumber 

business,  see  Rates,  274. 
Additional    telephone  charge   for    residence   having   roomers    and 

boarders,  see  Rates,  275. 

BT-PRODUCTS. 

Accounting  for  receipts  from  the  sale  of,  see  Accounting,  7. 
Low  rates  for  gas  produced  as  a  by-product,  see  Rates,  168. 

OABI.B  BOXES. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Conmiission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  cable  boxes  on  wood  poles  carrying  electric  wires  of  two  or 
more  parties,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  949. 

CABI.E8. 

See  Wires  and  Cables. 

CAUFORIIIA* 

Commencement  of  operation  before  securing  final  order  from  Com- 
mission as  violation  of  California  statute,  see  Cebtifioate  of 
Convenience  and  Neokssitt,  5. 

Time  for  passing  upon  applications,  see  Commissions,  2. 

Power  of  Conmiission  to  determine  disputed  property  rights,  see 
Commissions,  17,  18. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  contracts,  see  Commissions,  21,  23. 

Power  of  Commission  to  modify  lease  to  comply  with  intention  of 
parties,  see  Commissions,  25. 

Duty  of  California  Commission  in  questions  of  consolidation,  see 
Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sai.e,  6. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  annul  discriminatory  contract 
for  use  of  water  entered  into  under  Constitution  of  1879,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  56. 
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38  CALIFORNIA. 

Validity  of  California  constitutional  provision  relative  to  charges 
for  long  and  short  liauls,  see  Constitutional  Law,  82. 

Validity  of  acts  of  Commission  in  directfng  manner  in  which  cross- 
ings should  be  constructed  before  utility  had  secured  franchise, 
see  Crossings,  4. 
'   Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  track  la^^ufte,  crossings*  And  iinioi^ 
stations,  see  Cbossikos,  11. 

Regulation  of  railroad  crossings  as  state  rather  than  mimicipal 
matter,  see  Cbossings,  12. 

Failure  of  statute  to  provide  means  of  bringing  city  before  Com- 
mission in  proceedings  to  construct  orosBUtg,  as  preventing 
Commission  from  imposing  any  liability  on  city  for  the  cross- 
ing, see  Cbossings,  13. 

Power  of  California  court  to  restrain  Commission  from  prosecuting 
violation  of  statutes  as  to  free  railro«d  traaapoirtatioB,  see 

COUBTS,  2. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  car  as  re- 
lieving railroad  from  liability  under  California  demurrage 
rules,  see  Damages,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  reduced  fare  for  school  chil- 
dren, see  DiscBiiiiNATiON,  8. 

Power  of  Commission,  under  long  and  short  haul  clause,  of  Cali- 
fornia Constitution,  see  Discrimination,  13,  14. 

Payment  of  installation  charge  by  solicitor  as  discrimination  under 
California  statute,  see  Discrimination,  78. 

Construction  of  the  California  Safety  Law  requiring  reconstruction 
of  electric  and  telephone  lines,  see  Electricity,  2^  7-0. 

Necessity  of  securing  Commission's  consent  for  purchase  by  parent 
company  of  bonds  of  subsidiary,  see  iNTEBOOBPefhkTS  Rkla< 
tions,  3. 

Necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience  for  entrance  into  occupied 
territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  14,  16. 

Necessity  of  certificate  or  franchise  for  extension  over  private  right 
of  way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California  Public 
Utilities  Act,  see  Monopoly  and  Competitkmt,  18. 

E8topp3l  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege 
invalidity  of  statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate  Jail* 
road  crossings  and  apportion  costs,  see  Municipalities,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  relative  to  fixing  compensation  for  municipal 
acquisition,  see  Municipal  Plant,  2-4. 

Commission  inay  dismiss  proceedings  to  secure  speedy  court  ruling 
as  to  its  jurisdiction,  see  Procedure,  13. 

Automobiles  operated  as  common  carriers  between  cities  subject  to 
regulation  by  California  Commission,  see  Public  Utilities,  26. 

Approval  of  contract  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  be- 
tween two  utilities  as  affecting  power  to  regulate  rates  and 
service,  see  Rates,  10. 

California  Commission  without  power  to  set  aside  rates  merely  be- 
cause they  are  more  favorable  to  one  locality  than  to  another, 
see  Rates,  23. 
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Electric  railroad  as  ''street  railroad*'  or  ''railroad^'  witbm  iii3aiung 

of  California  statute  relative  to  street  railway  fares  in  a  city, 

see  Rates,  259. 
Ri^ht  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation  of 

California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Repabation,  8. 
Power  of  California  over  the  issuance  of  auort  time  notes,  see  Se- 

CUBITT  Issues,  15. 
As  to  when  bonds  are  ''issued''  under  California  statute,  see  Sboub- 

iTT  Issues,  18. 
Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  as  affected  by  raising  of 

judicial  question,  see  Sebvicb,  5. 
Power  of  Commission  to  require  construction  of  new  railroad  line 

to  connect  existing  line,  see  Sebvicb,  9. 
Necessity  of  consent  of  Commission  for  approval  of  contract  for 

extension  of  service,  see  Sebvicb,  16. 
Reconstruction  of  telephone  lines  to  comply  with  Califomi*  safety 

law,  see  I^blxphomes,  1-3. 

CAPACITT. 

Rule  requiring  loading  of  cars  to  full  capacity,  see  Sebvicb,  214. 

Definition  of  capacity  costs  as  used  in  apportioning  revenue,  P.U.R. 
1917D,  p.  659. 

OAPITAI.. 

Consideration  of  contracts  In  allowing  amount  under  fixed  capital, 

see  CONTBAOTS,  2. 

Report  for  purpose  or  identifying  capital  expenditures,  see  Re- 
POBTS,  2. 

Return  to  be  commensurate  with  risks  in  withdrawal  of  capital 
from  other  employment,  see  Retubn,  8. 

Liberal  return  necessary  to  attract  capital,  see  Retubn,  14. 

Return  to  yield  dividends  to  attract  capital,  see  Retubn,  54-57. 

Issuance  of  securities  for  capital  expenditures,  see  Sbcubitt  Is- 
sues, 7. 

Issuance  of  securities  as  charge  against  capital  account,  see  Sb- 
cubitt Issues,  37,  38. 

Allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  310-349. 

Reinvested  depreciation  fund  as  capital,  see  Valuation,  85. 

Rule  for  classification  of  capital  under  Uniform  System  of  Ac- 
oounts,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  450. 

CAPITAXIZATIOir.  « 

Value  of  securities  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  32,  56-67 
Of  earnings,  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  51-55,  70. 

CAPITAL  STOCK. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubitt  Issues. 

0ARX.OAD. 

Minimum  charge  for  carload  movements,  see  Rates,  210. 
Minimum  carload  weight,  see  Rates,  235-240. 
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CAR  LOADHIG. 

Loading  of  street  railway  cars,  eee  Skbvice,  284. 

CAR  MHJB. 

Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  operating  expenses  between 
different  services,  P.tJ.R.1917D,  p.  174. 

CARRIAGE  STAND. 

Grant  of  exclusive  privilege  to  maintain,  see  Discbocination,  122. 

CARRIERS. 

See  also  AuroicoBiLES ;  Electbio  Railroads;  Intesubban  Rail- 
WAYS;  Railboads;  Steamboats;  Stbeet  Railways. 

Requiring  common  carriers  to  furnish  telephone  connection  between 
their  offices  and  local  telephone  exchange  as  denial  of  due 
process,  see  Cokstitutioxal  Law,  8. 

When  electric  railway  handling  steam  railroad  cars  is  not  "con- 
necting common  carrier,"  see  Intercobpobate  Relations,  2. 

Interstate  operation  of,  see  Intebstate  Commebce. 

Automobile  operated  as  common  carrier  as  public  utility,  see  Pub- 
lic Utilities,  26,  27* 

CARS. 

Power  of  Mississippi  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  screen  car 
windows  to  protect  health  of  patrons,  see  Commissions,  3t. 

Per  diem  charge  to  shippers  without  free  time  for  steam  railroad 
cars  hauled  by  electric  railroad  as  within  jurisdiction  of  Maine 
Commission,  see  Commissions,  41. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  furnish  tank  cars  for  ship- 
ment of  gasolene,  see  Con3TITUTIONal  Law,  16. 

Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars  at  terminal  on  request  of  consignee 
80  that  contents  may  be  hauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  contract  providing  for  per 
diem  charge  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  electric  railway 
to  shipper's  track,  see  Constitutional  Law,  64. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  ears  as 
relieving  railroad  from  liability  under  California  demurrage 
rules,  see  Damages,  1. 

Reduced  rate  to  shipper  furnishing  cars,  see  Discbimination,  51. 

Duty  of  railroad  under  Illinois  statute,  as  to  distribution  of  cars 
in  time  of  shortage,  see  Discbimination,  114. 

R^uiring  railroads  to  spot  cars  at  terminals  at  request  of  con- 
signee so  that  contents  may  be  drawn  by  electric  road,  as  dis- 
crimination, see  Discrimination,  117. 

When  electric  railway  handling  steam  railroad  cars  is  not  "connect- 
ing common  carrier,''  see  Inteboobpobate  Relations,  2. 

Protection  on  electric  cars,  see  Intebubban  Railways,  2. 

Plans  for  remodeling  old  cars,  see  Intebubban  Railways,  3. 

Conditional  sale  of  rolling  stock  to  street  railwaysi  authorised  by 
Massachusetts  statute,  see  Railways,  1. 
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CASH— CERTIFICATE  OF  CONVENIENCE  AND  NECESSITY.  41 

Operation  of  large  and  heavy  interurban  cars  as  factor  in  fixing 

rates,  see  Rates,  167. 
Inability  to  get  cars  as  authorizing  increase  in  rates,  see  Rates, 

209. 
Effect  of  carrier  furnishing  larger  or  smaller  cars  than  those  or- 
dered by  shipper,  see  Rates,  237,  238. 
Consideration  of  use  of  large  cars  in  fixing  freight  rates,  see  Rates, 

239. 
Shortage  of,  as  ground  for  increasing  minimum  carload  weight  on 

grain  products,  see  Rates,  240. 
Charge  for  disinfecting,  see  Rates,  246,  247. 
Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroads  to  furnish  tank  cars  fof 

transportation  of  gasolene,  see  Sebviob,  43. 
Duty  of  electric  railway  as  to  use  of  one-mlin  cars  in  Wiseonsin,  see 

Sebyice,  165. 
Duty  of  electric  railways  as  to  speed  at  switches,  see  Sebviob,  167. 
Shortage  of  cars  on  interurban  railway,  see  Sebviob,  173. 
Shipper  to  be  furnished  with  information  as' to  cars  furnished  other 

shippers,  see  Sebviob,  179. 
Reasonableness  of  .order  requiring  railroad  to  attach  sleeping  oars, 

see  Sebviob,  208-209a. 
Coal  cars  to  be  promptly  returned,  see  Sbbvioe,  210. 
Doty  of  railroad  company  to  furnish  freight  cars,  see  Sebviob,  212. 
Rule  requiring  loading  of  cars  to  full  capacity,  see  Sebviob,  214. 
Spotting  of  cars  at  request  of  consignee,  see  Seevice,  216. 
Rerouting  of  street  railway  cars,  see  Service,  231. 
Number  of  street  cars  to  be  kept  in  reserve,  see  Sebviob,  241. 
Consideration  of  car  ferries  of  railroad  which  has  discontinued 

water  service,  see  Valuation,  246. 

CASH. 

Service  not  necessarily  to  be  paid  for  in  cash  imder  Florida  statute, 
see  DiSOBIMINATION,  131. 

CASH  DISPOSIT. 

See  Deposits. 

GA8T  IBOV. 

Depreciation  of,  see  Depbboiation,  55,  56. 
Ascertainment  of  unit  costs  of,  see  Valuation,  104,  105. 

CERTIFICATE  OF  COHVEHIENCE  AND  NECESSITY. 

I.  In  general,  1,  2, 
II.  Juri9dicti€m  of  Cammiseion,  a,  4, 
III.  Necessity  for,  5—17. 

a.  In  general,  S^IO, 

b.  Operation  of  predecessor  under  prior  law,  11,  12. 

c.  Change  from,  telegraph  to  telephone  service,  13. 

d.  ** Proposed  pubUo  service  company,"  14. 

e.  Construction  of  **new  plant,**  15^16. 

f.  Operating  "telephone  system,"  17. 
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42    CERTIFICATE  OP  CONVENIENCE  AND  NECESSITY,  I.,  II. 

IV »  Grounds  for  granting  or  refusing,  i7a— ;95, 

a.  In  general,  17a-~20, 

b.  Existence  of  ** necessity,**  21. 

c.  Financial  ability  of  applicant,  22, 

d.  Possession  of  local  franchise,  23, 

6.  Company  not  authorized  to  receive,  24,  2S» 

I.  In  general. 

For  operation  of  automobiles,  see  Automobiles. 

For  coii3truction  of  high -voltage  transmission  lines,  along  hi(*hwaj  oc- 
cupied by  telephone  line,  see  Elbotbioity,  16. 

Right  to  furnish  current  to  mill  through  mill  conduit  in  street  by  utility 
having  no  right  to  "use  street,  see  Franchises,  5. 

For  furnishing  .service  in  territory  served  by  another  utility,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  Law  as  not  intended  to  present  develop- 
ment of  natural  resources  merely  because  territory  is  adequately 
served  at  a  reasonable  rate,  see  Mon<^olt  and  Competition,  6. 

Granting  <^  certificate  of  convenience  as  evidencing  Commission's  ap- 
proval of  service  by  a  utility  in  a  particular  territory,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  9. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  Conmiissioner  of  health  for  plan  of  city  water- 
plant  before  action  by  Pennsylvania  Commistion,  see  Pbocedube,  6. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  railroad  crossing  highways  at  grade  on  ap- 
plication for,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  295. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with.  Appendix,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  1075. 

Annotation  on  necessity  of  obtaining  certificate  of  convenience  to 
engage  in  warehouse  business  under  California  statute,  P.U.R.1917E, 
p.  371. 

1.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  exercise  a  municipal 
franchise  assuming  to  fix  the  heating  value  and  pressure  of  gas  was 
issued  on  conditions  not  constituting  a  waiver  of  the  Commission's 
power  of  regulation.  Re  River  Bend  Gas  &  Water  Co.  (Ool.)  P«U.R. 
1917C,  827. 

2.  A  pending  application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  neces- 
sity for  the  operation  of  an  auto  bus  line,  based  upon  an  ordinance 
permitting  the  applicant'  to  operate  for  a  certain  period,  which  has 
been  extended  by  a  later  ordinance,  may  be  treated  as  if  it  were  based 
upon  the  new  ordinance,  where  the  latter  in  nowise  affects  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  case  on  its  merits.  Re  Troy  Auto  Car  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.K 
1917A,  700. 

JJ.  Jurisdiction  of  Commiasiotu 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  in  passing  upon  approval  of 
municipal  ordinance  authorizing  telephone  company  to  occupy 
streets,  see  Commissions,  5. 

3.  The  Iowa  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  grant  franchises  for 
power  transmission  lines  and  also  to  prescribe  the  construction,  main- 
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tenance,  and  operation  of  such  properties  outside  of  cities  and  towns 
as  are  owned  by  companies  obtaining  franchises  from  the  Commission. 
Re  Electrical  Interference   (Iowa)    P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

4.  Although  the  Iowa  Commission  has  no  power  to  order  a  tele- 
phone  company  to  install  a  metallic  circuit  or  the  McCluer  device;  to 
move  its  line  to  the  other  side  of  the  highway,  to  fix  up  its  line  nor  to 
transpose  its  wires,  for  the  purpose  of  eliminating  electrical  interfer- 
ence from  a  high- voltage  transmission  line,  and  has  no  power  to  award 
or  collect  damages  nor  to  enforce  contracts,  it  has  power  to  prescribe 
conditions  upon  which  transmission  line  franchises  shall  be  granted 
with  reference  to  the  construction,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  such 
lines,  which  it  will  exercise  for  the  protection  of  telephone  and  tele- 
graph  lines,  from  unreasonable  electrical  interference,  provided  the  lat- 
ter do  their  part  to  assist  in  the  elimination  of  such  interference.  Re 
Electrical  Interference    (Iowa)    P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

in.  Necessity  for. 

a.  In  general. 

Necessity  of  certificate  or  franchise  for  extension  over  private  right  of 
way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California  Public  Utili- 
ties Act,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  18. 

5.  A  utility  commencing  operation  before  securing  a  final  order 
from  the  California  Commission  on  its  petition  for  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  violates  §  50  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act.  Re 
River  Bend  Gas  &  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  827. 

6.  That  labor  has  to  be  obtained  when  available  does  not  excuse 
the  titility  in  proceeding  with  construction  work  before  the  necessary 
approval  of  the  Commission  has  been  obtained.  Re  Cayuga  Power 
Corp.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917E,  915. 

7.  The  saving  which  would  result  to  a  utility  company  from  the 
sale  of  its  product  in  a  new  territory  is  immaterial  on  the  issue  of  its 
right  to  supply  the  same  without  securing  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity.  Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Midway  Gas  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  978. 

8.  A  utility  cannot  escape  the  obligation  of  obtaining  a  certificate 
of  necessity  on  the  theory  that  the  transaction  amounts  to  a  mere  ex- 
change of  its  product  with  another  producer  for  resale  in  the  occupied 
territory,  rather  than  a  sale  thereof  to  the  consumer.  Valley  Natural 
Gas  Co.  V.  Midway  Gas  Co.  (CJal.)   P.U.R.1017E,  978. 

9.  Under  §  50,  California  Public  Utilities  Act,  a  telephone  com- 
pany must  secure  a  certificate  of  oonv^iienoe  from  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission to  operate  under  a  municipal  ordinance  granting  it  a  renewal 
and  extension  of  the  franchise  previously  granted  to  its  lessor,  where 
the  ordinance  did  not  become  efi'ective  until  after  the  effective  date  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Aet.  Re  Santa  Barbara  Telq>h.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  768;  Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  651. 

10.  The  approval  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  must  be  obtained 
to  a  municipal  ordinance  passed  after  the  effective  date  of  the  Public 
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Service  Company  Law  authorizing  a  public  utility  to  occupy  certain 
streets  for  the  purpose  of  furniBhing  public  service,  although  the  com- 
pany was  engaged  in  business  before  the  passage  of  the  Public  Service 
Company  Law,  and  had  a  charter  right  to  furnish  service  anywhere 
within  the  limits  of  the  municipality  upon  obtaining  consent  of  the 
municipal  authorities  to  occupy  the  streets.  Re  Wilkes-Barre  Light 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  367. 

l».  Operation  of  predecessor  under  prior  law. 

11.  A  telephone  company  not  owning  a  village  franchise  nor  engaged 
in  performing  public  service  on  the  effective  date  of  the  Public  Utili- 
ties  Commission  Act  must  secure  a  certificate  of  convenience  although 
it  was  organized  for  the  purpose  of  taking  over  the  operation  of  the  tele- 
phone system  of  an  association  that  was  furnishing  public  service  on 
such  date,  and  that  was  not  required  to  secure  a  certificate  of  conven- 
ience.  Plymouth  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Plymouth  Farmers  Switchboard 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  459. 

12.  An  electric  company,  formed  by  the  merger  of  several  other  com* 
panics,  does  not  require  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  to  render 
service  within  a  certain  township,  where  the  merger  took  place  prior 
to  ,the  passage  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Act,  and  one  of  the 
merged  companies  had  been  incorporated  to  supply  electricity  to  the 
township  in  question.  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.  v.  Lehigh  Nav.  Elec- 
tric Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  908. 

c.  Change  fram  telegraph  to  telephone  service, 

13.  A  public  utility  furnishing  only  telegraph  service  on  the  effec- 
tive date  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act  has  no  right  to  furnish  public 
telephone  service  thereafter  without  securing  a  certificate  of  conven- 
ience and  necessity  from  the  Commission,  although  the  utility,  by  a 
transposition  of  its  wires  and  the  addition  of  telephone  equipment,  is 
enabled  to  use  the  same  plant  for  the  transmission  of  intelligence  by 
telephone  as  well  as  by  telegraph,  since  the  business  is  different  and 
distinct.  Chicago  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Postal  Teleg.  Cable  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  383. 

d.  '^Proposed  public  service  company,*' 

14.  An  electric  company  which  had  not  recorded  its  charter  at  the 
date  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  and  had  not  commenced  op- 
eration at  that  date,  is  a  "proposed"  public  service  company  within  §  2 
(b)  of  the  law,  requiring  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  before  any 
proposed  public  service  company  can  exercise  its  rights.  Citizens  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Co.  v.  Jenkins  Twp.  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co. 
(Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  14. 

e.  Construction  of  '*new  plant,** 

15.  A  telephone  line  constructed  5  miles  into  occupied  territory  to 
provide  market  report  service  to  a  patron  of  the  existing  company  is 
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nor  B  snosntiite  or  any  isxtBinig  pianr  or  an  extension  Thereof,  but  con- 
stitutes a  new  plant,  as  defined  by  §  55  of  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities 
Act,  requiring  a  certificate  of  convenience.  4-C  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Helmer 
(111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  197. 

15a.  The  building  of  a  telephone  exchange  outside  of  a  village  to 
connect  existing  farmers'  telephone  lines  and  lines  which  might  be  built 
to  it  from  the  village,  and  also  to  connect  such  lines  with  commercial 
lines,  which  would  result  in  the  duplication  of  the  service  of  a  com- 
mercial company  operating  in  the  same  territory,  is  not  the  mere  exten> 
sion  of  the  existing  farmers'  lines  within  the  meaning  of  §  55  of  the 
Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act,  but  is  the  construction  of  a  new  plant 
requiring  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity.  State  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  ex  rel.  Pike  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Noble  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917 A,  520  (S.  C.  275  111.  121,  113  N.  E.  910). 

16.  The  extension  of  a  rural  telephone  line  to  serve  several  farm 
residences  in  border  territory  does  not  amount  to  an  unlawful  invasion 
of  occupied  territory  nor  the  construction  of  a  new  plant  as  defined  by^ 
§  35  of  the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act  requiring  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience,  where  it  appears  that  both  companies  were  occupying  the 
same  territory  for  some  time  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Act,  and  that  the  complainant  had  In  the  past  taken  on  sub- 
scribers that  were  connected  with  the  system  of  the  defendant.  Boone 
County  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Farmers  Union  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  194. 

/.  Operating  **telephone  system.** 

17.  A  telephone  company  opiating  a  switchboard  in  a  village  for 
a  number  of  rural  lines,  and  furnishing  telephone  service  to  at  least 
eight  village  subscribers  on  the  effective  date  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  Act,  was  engaged  in  operating  a  telephone  system  for  pub- 
lic use  within  the  village  within  the  meaning  of  the  st«Ltute  excusing 
such  utilities  from  securing  a  certificate  of  convenience.  Plymouth^ 
Mut  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Plymouth  Farmers  Switchboard  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  459. 

IV*  Orounds  for  granting  or  refusing. 

a.  In  general, 

17a.  Permission  to  operate  an  electrical  plant  will  not  be  deoM 
merely  because  of  noise  and  odor  from  the  fuel,  since  if  the  operation 
is  a  public  nuisance  it  can  be  abated  by  the  courts.  Re  Ford  (N.  H.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  253. 

18.  A  Public  Service  Commission  is  not  warranted  in  forbidding  a 
high-voltage  transmission  line  from  occupying  a  public  highway  used 
by  telephone  and  telegraph  lines,  merely  because  it  would  interfere  with 
the  operation  of  such  lines,  where  the  expense  of  procuring  private 
irSghts  of  way  or  a  more  circuitous  route  would  be  large  or  prohil>itive, 
and  where  a  comparatively  small  expenditure  on  the  telephone  and 
telegraph  lines  would  so  reduce  the  interference  as  to  enable  all  line» 
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to     be    mftlntalnod     olrui^     iha     hiffhwajr        "Ra     Klpp.trinol     T«forfiMi»iM»AA 

(Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

19.  The  New  York  Commission  has  no  power  to  grant  a  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  construction  of  a  railroad  over  a 
part  only  of  the  route  indicated  in  its  certificate  of  incorporation,  in 
view  of  §  9  of  the  Railroad  Law,  limiting  the  grant  of  a  certificate  to 
construction  "as  proposed  by  said  certificate  of  incorporation/'  and  of 
§  10,  which  provides  for  a  certificate  for  a  part  only  of  the  proposed 
route  of  a  street  railway.  Re  Niagara  River  &  E.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  278. 

20.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  will  not  be  granted 
for  the  construction  of  railroad  as  part  of  a  through  line  to  connect 
with  a  proposed  bridge  and  proposed  extension  of  another  road,  where 
the  bridge  construction  has  not  even  been  commenced,  there  is  no  near 
future  prospect  of  the  extension  being  made,  and  without  such  con- 
nections  there  is  not  sufficient  business  to  justify  the  competitive  local 
operation  of  the  applicant;  nor  will  the  certificate  be  granted  con- 
ditioned upon  the  building  of  the  bridge  and  the  extension.  Re  Niagara 
River  &  E.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  278. 

5.  Existence  of  * 'necessity,*' 

21.  It  is  not  necessary  for  an  applicant  for  a  certificate  of  conven- 
ience and  necessity,  authorizing  the  operation  of  an  auto  bus  line,  to 
show  that  an  absolute  necessity  exists  therefor,  in  the  sense  that  no 
Buch  necessity  would  exist  if  there  were  already  in  the  field  a  carrier 
prepared  to  furnish  and  actually  furnishing  adequate  facilities  for 
transportation;  since  a  publie  convenience  and  necessity  exists  when 
ih%  proposed  facility  will  meet  a  reasonable  want  of  the  public,  and 
supply  a  need,  if  existing  facilities,  while  in  some  sense  sufficient,  do 
not  adequately  supply  that  need.  Re  Troy  Auto  Car  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
F.U.R.1917A,  700. 

c.  Financial  ability  of  applicant, 

22.  Ability  to  finance  the  construction  of  a  railroad,  for  which  a 
certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  is  sought,  is  not  shown  by  mere 
atatements  of  men  of  financial  responsibility,  that  "wben  necessary 
<M>nsent8  from  public  authorities  are  obtained,  I  shall  assist  as  far  as 
possible  in  the  financing,"  and  that  "our  associates  ...  will  be 
prepared  to  carry  our  share  of  the  cost."  Re  Ni^ara  River  &  E.  R,  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  278. 

«  d.  Possession  of  local  franchise, 

23.  The  Missouri  Commission  cannot  issue  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  required  for  the  building  of  |k  telephone  sys- 
tem, in  a  town  which  has  not  granted  a  permit  or  franchise.  Smith  v. 
Squires  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  247. 
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e.  Company  not  authorized  to  receive. 

24.  Permission  for  the  eonstruction  and  maintenance  of  an  electric 
plant  and  the  approval  of  the  exercise  of  franchises  granted  by  mimici- 
palities  cannot  be  given  to  a  corporation  not  legally  constituted  to  carry 
on  such  business.    Re  Cayuga  Power. Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1017K,  tJl6. 

25.  An  electric  power  company  is  not  such  a  corporation  as  may  be 
permitted  to  exercise  municipal  franchises  where  an  attempt  has  been 
made  to  create  it  luider  the  New  York  Transportation  Corporations 
Act,  and  to  exempt  it  from  supervision  of  the  Conmiission  und^  an  ex* 
ception  in  that  statute,  by  stating,  in  its  charter,  that  its  purpose  is 
'to  generate  and  distribute  electricity  solely  on  or  through  private  prop- 
erty for  railroad  or  street  railway  purposes  or  for  its  own  use  or  the 
use  of  its  tenants,"  and  where,  after  its  securities  have  been  issued,  with- 
out supervision  of  the  Conmiission  the  articles  of  incorporation  have 
been  amended  pursuant  to  §  18  of  the  Stock  Corporation  Law  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  the  company  all  of  the  powers  of  corporations  created 
under  the  Transportation  Corporations  Law.  Re  Cayuga  Power  Corp. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  916. 

CERTIFICATES. 

Statute  requiring  certificate  that  the  securities  are  "reasonably  re- 
quired for  the  purpose  of  the  corporation"  and  limiting  Com- 
mission's approval  to  issues  based  upon  the  physical  value  of 
the  property,  see  Security  Issues,  11. 

CERTIORARI. 

Right  of  review  of  certiorari  order  setting  aside  Conmiission  order 
without  rehearing,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  5. 

1.  The  propriety  of  the  action  of  a  Public  Service  Commission,  in 
approving  a  proposed  sale  of  public  utility  property,  cannot  be  de- 
termined upon  certiorari,  where  it  is  not  raised  on  the  face  of  the 
record  and  the  court  has  not  before  it  the  facts  upon  which  the  Com- 
mission's action  was  based.  Ex  parte  Birmingham  (Ala.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  667  (S.  C.  —  Alft.  — ,  74  So.  61). 

2.  Certiorari  will  not  lie  to  review  a  Commission  order  merely  di- 
recting the  railroad  company  to  enforce  a  demurrage  rule  against  the 
petitioner.  Horst  y.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  893 
(S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  166  Pac.  804). 

3.  On  certiorari  to  review  an  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion determining  that  a  proposed  sale  of  street  railway  properties  and 
franchises  is  consistent  with  the  interests  of  the  public,  the  supreme 
court  of  Alabama  cannot  render  a  judgment  setting  the  rights  of  the 
city  in  respect  thereto.  Ex  parte  Birmingham  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
667  (S.  C.  —  Ala.  —,  74  So.  61). 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions,  1. 

CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE. 

Cost  of  membership  in,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Return,  142. 
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OHAHCEIXOR. 

Weight  to  be  given  to  chancellor's  decision  that  Commiision's  order 
was  unreasonable,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  24. 

OHAROES* 

See  Rates. 

Refund  of  exceraive  charges,  see  Repabation. 

OttARimS. 

Rate  concession  to,  see  DiscRnaiTATiON,  3d,  37. 

CHARTERS. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  ordinance  passed  after  effective  date  of 
Public  Utilities  Act  where  utility  had  prior  charter  to  oc- 
cupy street,  see  Cebtifioahs  of  Convenience  and  Neoessitt, 
10. 

Effect  of  company  failing  to  record  charter  at  date  of  Public 
Service  Company  Law,  see  Cebtificate  op  Convenience  and 
Necesbitt,  14. 

Charter  obligation  of  seller  with  respect  to  rates  for  service  as 
affecting  rights  of  purchaser,  see  Consolidation,  Mebqeb,  and 
Sale,  1. 

Rerouting  of  street  car  lines  as  violating  charter  designating  streets 
on  which  cars  shall  run,  see  Constitutional  Law,  43. 

Prior  court  decision  based  upon  municipal  charter  forbidding  ex- 
ceptional discrimination,  not  controlling  in  construction  of 
Public  Service  Law,  see  Discrimination,  6. 

Of  city,  see  Municipalities. 

Charter  authorizing  railroad  to  prescribe  rates  as  affecting  power 
of  Commission  to  fix  mileage  book  rates,  see  Rates,  29. 

Public  Utilities  Act  as  repealing  inconsistent  provisions  of  munioi* 
pal  charters,  see  Rates,  36,  37. 

Construction  of  provision  requiring  rates  to  be  fixed  with  reference 
to  "probable  quantity  of  water  applicants  are  likely  to  con- 
sume," see  Rates,  307. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  as  to  ext^ision  of  street  rail- 
way service  regardless  of  charter  provision  as  to  procuring 
consent  of  local  authorities,  see  Service,  12,  13. 

Extension  of  service  into  chartered  but  unoccupied  t^ritory,  see 
Service,  18. 

Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  of,  see  Valuation,  92. 

Capitalicatiim  of  expenses  incurred  in  securing,  see  Valuation, 
206. 

chujireh. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  to  compel  reduced  fare  for 

school  children,  see  Discrimination,  8. 
Reduced  intemrban  railway  rates  for  school  children,  see  Rates, 

169. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


CHUKCHES— CLUBS.  4d 

CHURCHES* 

Discrimination  by  municipal  plant  in  fumisliing  free  water  to,  see 

*     DiSCBIHINATION,  37. 

CIRCITIT  BREAKERS* 

Rules  governing  installation  of  electric  service  equipment  in  New 
York,  First  District,  P.tJ.R.1917B,  p.  440. 

CITIES. 

See  Municipalities. 

CIiAIlI* 

Allowance  for  claims  in  depreciation  fund,  see  Depreciation,  48. 

CUkSSIFICATIOV. 

Right  to  classify  consumers,  see  Dibcbimination,  28-32. 

Discrimination  in  rules  as  to  payment  by  different  classes  of  tele- 
phone subscribers,  see  DiscRniiNATiON,  123. 

Of  subscribers  for  different  rules  of  discoimt  for  prompt  payment, 
see  Discrimination,  125. 

CIASS  UB6ISLATIOV. 

Authorizing  consolidation  of  street  railway  systems  as  violation  of 
constitutional  inhibition  against  class  legislation,  see  Ck)N« 
btitutional  Law,  28. 

CIASS  RATES. 

Prima  facie  reasonableness  of  oonunodity  rate  lower  than  class  rate, 

see  Rates,  63. 
Relation  of  class  rates  to  conunodity  rates,  see  Rates,  214. 

CLEAimro. 

Charge  for  cleaning  livestock  cars,  see  Rates,  246-249. 
Of  street  cars,  see  Service,  249,  250. 

CLEARANCES. 

Measuremmt  of  clearances  of  high  tension  wires  in  highways,  see 

Eudctricitt,  13. 
Exemption  of  toll  lines  from  clearances  required  by   California 

Safety  Law,  see  Telephones,  2. 

CLERKS  OF  COURTS. 

Free  passes  to  public  officers  as  compensation  for  fees,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 89,  90. 

CLURS. 

Conmiercial  club  as  proper  party  to  proceeding  to  cdinpel  railroads 
to  establish  physical  connection,  see  t^ARTlss,  4. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 4. 
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COAL. 

Coal  consumption  as  basis  of  apportionment  of  operating  expenses 
between  electric  and  steam  heating  departments,  see  ^pob« 
TIONMENT,  57. 

Consideration  of  cost  of,  in  comparing  rates  for  gas  in  different  lo- 
calities, see  Rates,  106. 

Adjusting  rates  upon  the  average  cost  of  coal,  see  Rates,  130-133. 

Railroads  required  to  give  electric  utility  furnishing  power  to  manu- 
facturing plants  manufacturer's  rate  on  coal,  see  Raxks,  211. 

Comparison  of  freight  rates  on  wood  and  coal,  see  Rates,  226. 

Consideration  of  advance  in  price  of,  in  fixing  return,  see  Return, 
120. 

Coal  cars  to  be  promptly  returned,  see  Sebvice,  210. 

Allowance  for  coal  pillars  supporting  land  where  water  pipes  are 
laid,  see  Valuation,  281. 

COAIi  MINES. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  removal  of  powder  magazine  bj 
railroad  operating  coal  mines  in  violation  of  Mining  Law,  see 
Commissions,  33. 

CODE. 

See  STATuna. 

COKE. 

Accounting  by  gas  company  for  receipts  from  the  sale  of,  see 
Accounting,  7. 

COIXECTIOV. 

Of  rates,  see  Payment. 

COLORADO. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  utilities  operating  within  home 
rule  cities,  see  Commissions,  8,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  to  enforce  contracts,  see  Com- 
missions, 22. 

Power  of  Commission  as  affected  by  franchise  contract,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  32. 

Reparation  on  account  of  excess  charge,  prior  to  rate  fixed  by  Com- 
mission, see  Reparation,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  award  reparation  of  excessive  and 
discriminatory  charges,  see  Reparation,  10,  11. 

Consent  of  Conmiission  necessary  before  abandonment  of  public 
utility  plant,  see  Service,  28. 

COMXEBCB. 

See  Interstate  Commerce;  Intrastate  Commerce. 
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COMMERCIAI.  CONDITIONS. 

Cftlifomia  Commission  without  power  to  set  aside  ratea  merely  be- 
cause they  are  more  favorable  to  one  locality  than  to  another, 
see  Kates,  23. 

COMMERCIAI.  EXPENSE. 

Apportionment  of,  as  between  gas,  electric  and  steam  heating  de- 
partments, see  Apportion MEWT,  67. 

COMMERCIAL  LIGHTING. 

Residence  and  commercial  lighting  to  be  separately  classified,  see 

DiSOBIMINATION,  80. 

Commercial  lighting  rate  for  electric  lights  installed  by  private 
corporation  around  its  plant,  see  Rates,  136. 

Discussion  of  electric  block  rates  for  residence  and  conunercial 
lighting,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  987. 

COMMERCIAL  TRAVELERS. 

Lower  baggage  rates  to  commercial  trayelers  as  unlawful  discrimin- 
ation, see  DiscBnfiNATiON,  71-75. 

COMMISSIONER  OF  HEALTH. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  commissioner  of  healtii  for  plan  of  city 
water  plant  before  action  by  PeAnsylvania  Commission,  see 
Pbooedxtbs,  6. 

COMMISSIONS. 

1.  In  general,  1,  2. 
Mi*  Jurisdidian,  powers,  and  dutiee,  ^—45. 

a.  In  general,  d— 5. 

b.  lAmUatUmm  on  powers,  49-0. 

1,  By  decisions  of  courts,  6. 

2.  Geographical  limitaUons,  7. 

a.  Jurisdiction  in  **home  rule**  cities,  S,  9. 
o.  Power  to  determine  particular  questions,  l(h^2€U 

1,  In  general,  10^12. 

2,  To  determine  validity  of  statutes.  Id— i0. 

8.  To  determine  disputed  property  rights,  17,  IS. 

4,  To  limit  amount  of  natural  gas  to  he  taken  from 

wells,  10. 

5,  To  regulate  water  levels,  20. 
e.  To  enforce  contracts,  21^23. 

7.  To  construe  contracts,  24^26. 

8.  To  grant  relief  from  franchise  obligations,  27''29. 

9.  To  protect  adjoining  property,  30^-38. 

10.  To  protect  health  of  passengers,  34. 

11.  To  compel  utility  to  produce  hoolcs,  86. 

12.  To  compel  payment  of  street  assessm^ents,  80. 
18.  To  control  highways,  37^39. 
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62  COMMlBeiOKe,  x. 

II.  0 — continued, 

14t.  To  regulate  management  of  utiUty,  40-^420. 
(a)   In  general,  40,  41. 

(^)   Charojcter  and  wages  of  employees,  42,  42a, 
d.  Over  particular  corporations  and  persons^  4d— 45. 
1.  Constituting  public  utilities. 

2,  Municipal  plants, 

3.  Receivers,  4a— 45. 

III,  Orders. 

See  also  Intebstatb  Ck>iiMEBOE  Commission. 

J.  In  general. 

Review  of  findings  and  orders  of  Commissions,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

Statutory  provision  that  order  of  Commission  shall  be  prima  facie  cor* 
rect  as  violating  due  process  clause,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
10,  11. 

Failure  of  statute  to  provide  means  of  bringing  city  before  Com* 
mission  in  proceedings  to  construct  crossing  as  preventing  Commis- 
sion from  imposing  any  liability  on  city  for  the  crossing,  see  Cross- 
ings, 13. 

Proceedings  by  Commission  to  restrain  company  from  unlawfully  trans- 
acting the  business  of  a  public  utility,  see  PboCedube,  11. 

Prohibition  to  prevent  Commission  from  investigating  or  making  order 
in  matter  within  its  juAsdiction,  see  Pbohibition,  1.  . 

Applying  to  Commission  for  establishment  of  rates  as  changing  service 
from  private  to  a  public  service,  see  Public  Utilities,  29. 

Effect  of  publishing  and  filing  with  the  Conmiission  schedule  of  rates 
violating  Constitution  and  statutes,  see  Rates,  47. 

Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  oonditi«ii  pre- 
cedent to  action  in  courts  where  right  is  dependent  upon  law  ddd 
not  on  fact,  see  Repabation,  16. 

Expenses  of  conducting  proceedings  before,  as  operating  expenses,  see 
Rbtubn,  146-150. 

Duty  of  interurban  railway  to  file  time  table  with  Commission,  see 
Sebvios,  168. 

Delay  in  deliv^y  of  freight  as  viotlition  of  order  of  Commission  as  not 
excused  by  congestion  of  traffic,  see  Seicvice,  180. 

Consideration  of  securities  approved  by  Commission,  see  Valuation, 
62-66. 

Commissioners  as  witnesses,  see  Witnesses,  1. 

1.  The  chairmanship  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  is 
not  a  public  office  with  public  functions  to  be  performed  by  the  occu* 
pant  independently  of  the  duties  and  functions  which  are  attached  to 
the  office  of  Commissioner,  so  as  to  permit  another  Conunissioner  to 
question  the  right  of  the  occupant  to  exercise  the  same  in  a  quo  war- 
ranto proceeding  imder  a  statute  (Mont.  Rev.  Codes,  §  69^7)  authoriz- 
ing a  private  individual,  rather  than  the  attorney  general,  to  invoke  . 
the  remedy  by  quo  warranto  in  a  case  in  which  he  claim^  "to  be  en- 
titled to  a  public  office  unlawfully  held  and  exercised  by  another,** 
where  the  only  references  to  the  chairman  in  the  statute  creating  the 
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Board  of  Railroad  Commissionera  are  that  the  Board  shall  "organize 
by  electing  one  of  its  members  as  chairman,"  without  mentioning  the 
term  for  which  the  chairman  shall  hold  the  position,  and  that  the 
state  shall  furnish  the  Board  with  "all  necessary  furniture,  stationery, 
and  printing,  upon  requisitions  signed  by  the  chairman  of  said  Board," 
and  throughout  the  statute  the  references  are  uniformly  to  the  duties, 
powers,  and  privileges  of  the  Board,  the  statute  authorizing  any  mem< 
ber  of  the  Board  to  administer  oaths  or  verify  the  vouchers  for  the 
Board's  expenses,,  and  providing  that  "the  Board  shall  have  power  to 
adopt  rules  to  govern  its  proceedings  and  to  regulate  the  mode  and 
manner  of  all  investigations."  State  ex  rel.  Boyle  y.  Hall  (Mont.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  337   (S.  C.  53  Mont.  595,  165  Pac.  757). 

2.  While  the  California  Commission  endeavors  to  act  as  expeditious- 
ly as  possible  upon  matters  presented  to  it  for  consideration,  to  safe- 
guard the  interests  of  the  public  and  the  utility,  it  will  not  be  induced 
to  act  prematurely  upon  any  matter,  on  the  plea  that  an  emergency 
exists,  where  it  is  clear  that  the  matter  could  have  been  presented  at 
an  earlier  date.    Re  Great  Western  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  569. 

II.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties. 

a.  In  general. 

Exercise  of  municipal  franchise  by  corporations  exempted  from  juris- 
diction of  Commission  by  provision  of  Transportation  Corporation 
Law,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  25. 

Delegation  of  powers  to,  see  Constitutional  Law,  70,  74-78. 

Statutory  duty  of  District  of  Columbia  Commission  with  reference  to 
rates  of  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  4. 

Estoppel  to  deny  jurisdietion  by. submitting  to  jurisdiction,  see  Estop- 
pel, 2. 

Consent  by  state  and  municipal  authorities  as  franchise  requiring  ap- 
proval of  Commission,  see  Franchises,  2. 

Right  to  enforce  lease  where  Commission's  approval  was  not  obtained, 
see  Leases,  3. 

Kansas  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  regulate  public  utilities  as 
repealing  statnt*  authorizing  cities  to  control  streets,  see  Munici- 
palities, 1. 

Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege  in- 
validity of  statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate  railroad 
crossings  and  apportion  costs,  see  Municipaijties,  5. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  Commissioner  of  health  for  plan  of  city  water 
plant  before  action  by  Pennsylvania  Commission,  see  Procedure^  6. 

Determination  of  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  subject-matter,  see 
Procedure,  13,  14. 

Stocks,  bonds  and  other  securities  of  other  companies  as  property  re- 
quiring consent  of  Commission  before  sale,  see  Sale. 

Suit  under  Missouri  statute  to  enjoin  railroad  from  issuing  bonds  with- 
out consent  of  Commission,  see  Security  Issues,  4. 

Duty  to  include  property  outside  of  Commission's  jurisdiction  in  de- 
termining rate  bases,  see  Valuation,  27. 
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54  COMMISSIONS,  II.  b,  l—c,  1. 

3.  The  Maine  Commission  will  not  follow  the  rule  that  an  admin- 
istrative tribunal  need  not  first  determine  whether  the  subject-matter 
of  the  proceeding  is  within  its  jurisdiction  before  passing  upon  the 
merits,  when  no  affirmative  relief  is  granted.  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion V.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  88. 

4.  The  adoption,  by  a  Commission,  of  a  rule  providing  for  a  hear- 
ing and  decision  is  an  invalid  assumption  of  legislative  and  judicial 
functions,  where  the  legislature  has  not  conferred  upon  the  Commis- 
sion the  power  to  provide  for  such  a  hearing.  State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M. 
&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
631   (S.  C.  94  Wash.  274,  162  Pac.  523). 

5.  In  passing  upon  the  approval  of  an  ordinance  authorizing  a 
telephone  company  to  construct  and  maintain  wires  and  poles  for  tele- 
phone service  upon  the  streets  of  a  borough,  and  prescribing  the  condi- 
tions subject  to  which  the  municipal  consent  is  given,  the  Pennsylvania 
Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  except  to  determine  whether  the  condi- 
tions are  reasonable  and  sufficient  to  safeguard  the  public  interests.  Re 
Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  171. 

h.  Limitations  on  powers, 

1,  By  decisions  of  courts. 

6.  A  Conunission  cannot,  in  exercising  "reasonable  judgment,"  dis- 
regard the  authority  of  judicial  decisions  in  litigation  involving  the 
same  questions.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

2,  Cfeographical^limitations. 

7.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  construc- 
tion of  telephone  lines  outside  the  limits  of  any  corporate  city  or  town. 
Northwestern  Indiana  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Laporte  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  966. 

3.  Jurisdiction  in  "home  rule*'  cities* 

8.  The  power  of  the  Colorado  Commission  to  regulate  rates  ex- 
tends to  utilities  operating  in  home  rule  cities.  Ratner  v.  Denver  Gas 
&  E.  L.  Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917E,  988. 

9.  The  Colorado  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  utilities  whether 
operating  wholly  or  partially  within  cities  governed  by  special  charters 
under  the  "home-rule  amendment"  of  the  Constitution.  East  Denver 
Business  &  Property  Asso.  v.  Denver  Tramway  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  206. 

c.  Power  to  determine  particular  questions, 

X.  In  general. 

Over  questions  of  apportionment,  see  Appobtionment,  1,  2. 
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Power  of  Commission  to  grant  a  certificate  of  convenience  for  construc- 
tion of  a  part  of  a  proposed  railroad,  see  Cebtificate  of  Convbn- 
lEXCE  AND  Necessity,  19. 

Over  consolidation  and  merger  of  utilities,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb, 
AND  Sale,  3-5. 

Power  of  California  court  to  restrain  Commission  from  prosecuting 
violation  of  statutes  as  to  free  railroad  transportation,  see  Coxtbts, 
2. 

Over  crossings,  see  Cbossings,  1-16. 

To  award  damages  to  telephone  company  for  induction  from  high  voltage 
transmission  line,  see  Damages,  2. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  award  damages  for  discontinuance  of 
service^  see  Damages,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  in  security  issues  proceedings,  to  require  change 
in  accounting  systems  and  depreciation  basis,  see  Depreciation,  5. 

Over  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  8-15. 

Of  California  Commission  to  grant  exemption  from  Safety  Law,  see 
Electricity,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  interference  by  high  voltage  electric 
lines  with  telegraph  and  telephone  line,  see  Electricity,  3-4a. 

Right  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  in  from  an- 
other state,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  4,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  where  shipments  between  two  points 
in  state  pass  through  another  state,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  7. 

Power  of  state  Commission  to  stop  interstate  trains,  see  Interstate 
Commerce,  19-21. 

Over  monopoly  and  oompetiticHi,  see  Monqpolt  anh  Competition,  7-17. 

Power  to  dismiss  complaint  upon  stipulation  by  parties,  see  Pbocedubb, 
1. 

To  award  damages  for  refusal  of  utility  to  extend  contract  service,  see 
Procedure,  4. 

Over  rates,  see  Rates,  8-44. 

Commission  without  power  to  prescribe  unremunerative  rates,  see 
Rates,  194a. 

Of  Commission  to  award  reparation  of  excessive  and  discriminatory 
charges,  see  Reparation,  10-12. 

To  establish  regulations  to  enable  street  railway  company  to  earn  ade- 
quate return,  see  Return,  5. 

Over  issuance  of  securities,  see  Sbourity  Issues,  7-17. 

Over  service,  see  Sebvicb,  1-55,  101. 

To  pass  upon  necessity  of  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  Sebvige, 
272.      • 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  over  removal  of  railroad  shq^s,  P.UJl. 
1917F,  p.  589. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Oregon  Commission  over  controversy 
relative  to  appropriation  of  a  highway  for  railroad  purposes,  P.U.R. 
1917P,  p.  589. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  pass  upon  rea- 
sonableness of  municipal  ordinance  requiring  removal  of  poles  and  over- 
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head  wirei  from  the  streets  and  the  construction  of  underground  con- 
duit system,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  473. 

10.  The  Ohio  Commission  will  not  grant  an  order  restraining  a  mu- 
tual telephone  company  from  operating  in  occupied  territory,  without 
first  obtaining  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  where  a  rul- 
ing of  the  court  of  appeals  of  the  county  in  which  the  telephone  com- 
panies are  located,  that  the  mutual  company  did  not  need  such  a  cer- 
tificate, remains  unreversed  and  unmodified,  although  the  supreme  court 
of  the  st^te  had  decided  in  another  case  that,  in  most  instances,  at 
least,  a  mutual  telephone  company  must  procure  a  certificate  before 
invading  occupied  territory,  since  the  Commission  will  not  attempt  to 
construe  confiicting  judicial  decisions.  Sylvania  Home  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Berkey  Farmers'  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917C,  903. 

11.  The  South  Dakota  Conmiission,  under  a  statute  (Laws  1911, 
chap.  207,  §^2),  authorizing  it  to  "inquire  into  any  neglect  or  violation 
of  the  laws  of  this  state  by  any  common  carrier  doing  business  herein," 
has  jurisdiction  to  construe  or  enforce  a  city  ordinance  relating  to  the 
physical  connection  of  telephone  lines.  Milbank  v.  Dakota  Central 
Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  808. 

12.  A  constitutional  provision  prohibiting  the  use  of  public  streets 
by  public  utilities  without  the  consent  of  the  proper  local  authorities 
does  not  prevent  the  legislature  from  authorizing  a  Public  Service 
Conunission  to  determine  whether  a  proposed  sale*  of  public  utility 
property  and  franchises  is  consistent  with  the  public  interest.  Ex 
parte  Birmingham  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1917C,  667  (S.  C.  —  Ala.  — ,  74  So. 
61). 

2,  To  determine  validity  of  statutes, 

13.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  will  not  pass  upon  questions  in- 
volving the  constitutionality  of  the  act  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the 
Commission.  Allegheny  Valley  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Greco  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  723. 

14.  The  Philippine  Islands  Board  of  Public  Utility  Conunissioners 
will  not  pass  upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  provision  of  the  Public 
Utility  Law  (Act  2307,  §  17  [h] ),  requiring  the  Board's  approval  of  the 
sale  of  utility  property.  Re  Ynchausti  &  Co.  (Philippine)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  429. 

15.  It  is  not  within  the  province  of  the  Oregon  Commission  to  pass 
upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  statute  (Laws  1911,  chap.  279,  §  8), 
authorizing  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines.  Tillamook  County 
Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1. 

16.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  no  power  to  determine  whether  a 
statute  (Public  Service  Commission  Law,  §  50),  authorizing  it  to  appor- 
tion the  cost  of  a  crossing  is  an  unconstitutional  delegation  of  the 
police  power,  and  will  treat  the  statute  as  valid.  Lilbourn  Special 
Road  Dist.  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  315. 

8,  To  determine  disputed  property  rights, 

17.  The  California  Commission  cannot,  upon  an  application  for  per- 
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mission  to  issue  seeuritles  and  for  the  approval  of  contract,  determine 
disputed  rights  to  the  use  of  the  waters  of  a  creek.  Re  Fontana  Power 
Ck).  (Cal.)  P.U.R,1917A,  633. 

18.  The  California  Commission  has  authority  to  determine  a  ques- 
tion as  to  the  validity  of  assarted  rights  to  water,  when  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  the  exercise  of  its  jurisdiction  to  fix  rates.  Limoneira 
Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.19171),  183  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — , 
162  Pac.  1033). 

4,  To  limU  amount  of  natural  gas  to  be  taken  from  wells, 

19.  The  New  York  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  a  complaint 
seeking  to  enjoin  a  utility  distributing  natural  gas  from  leased  wells 
from  using  a  compressor  to  increase  the  pressure  and  the  flow  of  gas  in 
its  distributing  system,  which  it  was  alleged  caused  more  gas  to  be 
taken  from  the  wells  than  would  flow  in  the  natural  way,  resulting  in 
loss  to  the  owners  of  the  wells;  since  not  the  public,  but  only  the  con- 
flicting rights  of  the  lessors  and  lessees,  are  involved,  which  must  be 
determined  by  the  courts.  Brant  v.  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  83. 

5.  To  reguimte  waier  levels, 

20.  The  Wisconsin  Railroad  Commission  under  a  statute  (Laws  1915, 
chap.  380  [Stat.  1915,  §  1596-2])  which  was  intended  to  apply  to  all 
dams  in  the  state,  and  which  authorized  the  Commission  to  regulate 
and  control  the  navigable  waters  of  the  state  and  to  fix  the  maximum 
and  minimum  levels  "by  any  dam  heretofore  or  hereafter  constructed^' 
"in  the  interest  of  the  public  rights,"  or  "to  promote  safety  and  pro- 
tect life,  health,  and  property,"  has  power  to  fix  water  levels  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  injuries  to  riparian  lands,  although  the  reservoir 
capacity  of  a  reservoir  company  is  thereby  arbitrarily  reduced.  Chip- 
pewa k  F.  Improv.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
743  (8.  C.  —  Wis.  — ,  169  N.  W.  739), 

6.  To  enforce  contracts. 

Power  of  Missouri  (Commission  to  enforce  contract  for  apportionment  of 
operating  expenses,  see  Afpobtionmbnt,  2. 

21.  The  California  Commission  cannot  enforce  a  private  contract  of 
a  railroad  company  to  build  a  line.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v. 
Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917B,  336  (S.  C,  173  Cal.  677, 
160  Pac  828). 

22.  The  Colorado  Commission  has  no  power  to  enforce  a  contract  be- 
tween a  municipality  and  a  property  fOwner.  Colorado  Springs  v.  Alta 
Vista  Hotel  Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917D,  272. 

23.  Although  the  California  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  change 
the  rate  specified  in  contracts  made  by  public  utility  companies  with 
Consumers,  it  has  no  jurisdiction  to  compel  landowners  to  perform 
their  water-right  contracts  with  an  irrigation  company  providing  for 
an  annual  payment  of  a  specified  sum  per  acre  in  return  for  a  priority 
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of  right  to  water;  since,  if  the  utility  is  not  willing  to  cancel  the  con- 
tracts under  an  arrangement  with  such  landowners,  the  respective  rights 
and  obligations  of  the  parties  thereunder  are  matters  for  the  courts, 
and  not  for  the  Commission.  Ke  Madera  Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  642. 

7.  To  construe  corUrticts, 

24.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  determine  issues 
involving  the  construction  of  contracts,  such  as  whether  a  lease  for 
elevator  purposes  carries  with  it  the  right  of  entrance  for  electric 
power  lines,  or  whether  an  agreement  between  an  electric  utility  and  a 
consumer  requires  the  former  to  install  the  wiring.  State  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  v.  Allen  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  745. 

25.  The  California  Commission  will  not  authorize  the  modification 
of  the  language  of  a  utility  lease  to  correspond  with  the  alleged  inten- 
tion of  the  parties,  since  the  interpretation  of  such  an  instrument  is  a 
question  for  the  courts;  and  since  no  consent  of  the  Commission  is 
necessary  to  a  change  in  the  language  of  a  lease  involving  no  modifi- 
cation of  its  actual  terms.  Re  South  Pacific  Coast  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  267. 

26.  The  Indiana  Commission  in  reviewing  a  contract  between  » 
town  and  a  water  company  granting  a  franchise  can  determine  only 
whether  the  contract  or  franchise  is  unreasonable.  Hamer  v.  West 
Lebanon  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  377. 

8.  To  grant  relief  from  franchise  obligations. 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  made  by  utility,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  30-73. 

27.  The  Oklahoma  (Commission  is  reluctant  to  permit  any  public 
utility  to  escape  from  the  obligation  of  its  franchise.  Re  Grand  River 
Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1032. 

28.  A  case  of  imperative  necessity  for  immediate  relief  must  be 
clearly  shown  to  exist  before  the  New  York  Commission,  Second  Dis- 
trict, will  exercise  its  discretionary  power  to  relieve  a  utility  of  its 
franchise  obligations  when  such  relief  has  been  refused  by  the  munici- 
pal authorities.     Re  Freeport  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  165. 

29.  The  Washington  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  relieve  » 
street  railway  of  its  municipal  franchise  obligation,  requiring  it  to  pay 
the  city  a  tax  on  its  gross  receipts,  pave  certain  portions  of  the  streets 
occupied  by  its  tracks,  pay  a  certain  portion  of  the  cost  of  constructing 
and  maintaining  bridges  over  which  its  tracks  are  constructed,  and 
provide  free  transportation  for  city  officers  and  employees,  where  the 
franchise  ordinance  was  enacted  in  pursuance  of  a  general  statute  au- 
thorizing cities  to  prescribe  the  terms  and  conditions  for  the  location 
and  construction  of  street  railways.  Tacoma  R.  &  Power  Co.  v.  Tacoma 
(Wash.)  P.U.R.1917D,  891. 
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P.  To  protect  tidjoining  property. 

30.  The  New  York  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  order  the 
railroad  company  to  enlarge  an  existing  culvert  in  order  to  prevent  the 
flooding  of  adjacent  farm  lands,  the  extent  of  its  power  being  to  pro- 
ceed in  court  by  a  mandamus  or  injunction  against  the  company  under 
§  57  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  Truck  Gardeners  v.  Erie 
R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  63. 

31.  The  Iowa  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  a  railroad 
to  alter  its  road  to  relieve  landowners  from  damage  caused  by  flood 
waters,  since  the  Commission's  authority  over  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  a  railroad  and  to  require  a  railrosul  company  to  comply 
with  the  laws  of  the  state  is  confined  to  such  supervision  as  concerns 
the  security,  convenience,  and  accommodation  of  the  public  using  the 
road  for  transportation  purposes,  Brosnan  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R. 
Co.   (Iowa)   P.U.R.1917F,  684. 

32.  The  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Commisfiion  has  no  power  to 
order  a  railroad  company  to  abate  unnecessary  smdce  and  noise  in  the 
operation  of  railroad  locomotives  to  the  annoyance  of  citizens  residing 
in  the  vicinity  of  a  station  and  tracks.  De  Long  v.  Lehigh  Valley  R. 
Co.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917B,  982. 

33.  The  Illinois  Conamission,  by  virtue  of  its  general  power  to  re- 
quire utilities  properly  to  safeguard  their  employees,  patrons,  and  the 
public,  has  power  to  compel  the  removal  of  a  powder  magazine  main- 
tained by  a  railroad  company,  operating  coal  mines,  in  dangerous 
proximity  to  its  tracks  and  to  residences,  in  violation  of  the  Mining  Law. 
Re  Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  748. 

10.  To  protect  health  of  pamengers. 

34.  A  statute  empowering  a  Railroad  Commission  to  require  a  rail* 
road  company  to  furnish  the  number  of  coaches  necessary  for  the  com- 
fortable acconunodatlon  and  seating  of  its  passengers  does  not  authorize 
the  ordering  of  screens  "to  better  protect  the  health  of  the  traveling 
public.''  Miflflissippi  R.  Commission  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  73  (8.  C.  113  Miss.  828,  74  So.  075). 

11.  To  compel  utility  to  produce  hoolcs. 

35.  The  Alabama  Commission  has  power  to  require  a  utility  to  pro- 
duce in  advance  of  a  hearing  under  the  Commission's  supervision,  its 
books  and  papers  pertinent  to  the  proceeding,  for  examination,  by  at- 
torneys and  experts  of  the  adverse  parties,  by  virtue  of  its  general  jur- 
isdiction in  respect  to  supervising,  regulating,  and  controlling  utilities 
in  all  matters  relating  to  rates,  charges,  service,  and  facilities,  and  to 
compel  the  production  of  the  books,  papers,  or  accounts,  "in  order  that 
an  examination  thereof  may  be  made  by  the  Conmiission,  or  under  its 
direction."  Birmingham  v.  Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  200. 
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12.  To  compel  payment  of  street  assessments, 

36.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  as  to  assessments 
by  a  municipality  of  taxes  for  poles  occupying  the  city  streets.  St.  Clair 
County  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Belleville  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  216. 

13.  To  control  highways. 

37.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  will  not,  upon  authorizing  a  natural 
gas  company  to  abandon  its  plant,  authorize  it  to  enter  into  or  upon 
the  streets  of  a  municipality  for  the  purpose  of  digging  up,  dismantling, 
and  taking  away  its  plant;  since  any  conflict  arising  over  the  matter 
of  dismantling  the  plant  should  be  referred  to  some  other  tribunal. 
Re  Grand  River  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1032. 

38.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  power  to  permit  telephone  users 
in  a  town^  to  build  connections  from  their  instruments  to  an  exchange 
outside  the  corporate  limits,  since  control  over  the  streets  and  alleys 
used  by  such  connections  lies  only  in  the  municipal  authorities.  Doan 
V.  Farmers  &  M.  Co.-op  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  381. 

39.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  cannot  determine 
whether  the  closing  of  a  village  street  by  a  railroad  company  is  un- 
warranted, since  it  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  question  whether  a  strip 
of  land  is  a  public  highway.  Sag  Harbor  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.UJia917A,  181. 

14.  To  regulate  management  of  utility, 

(a)  In  general, 

40.  The  Missouri  Commission  is  without  power  to  grant  relief  on 
account  of  the  exclusion  by  a  majority  shareholder  of  the  directors, 
officers,  and  other  shareholders  from  the  management  of  a  telephone 
association;  or  because  of  his  refusal  to  render  them  an  accounting; 
or  because  of  his  execution  of  a  utility  mortgage  without  the  consent 
of  the  Conmiission.     Smith  v.  Squires  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917A,  247. 

41.  A  per  diem  charge  to  a  shipper,  without  any  allowance  for  free 
time,  for  steam  railroad  cars  hauled  by  an  electric  road  to  the  shipper's 
track  for  loading  or  unloading,  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Maine 
Commission,  rather  than  being  a  managerial  matter  over  which  the 
railroad  has  exclusive  control;  since  the  making  of  such  charge  is 
either  a  rule  or  regulation  affecting  rates,  which  must  be  filed  under 
§  20  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act,  and  as  such  is  subject  to  inquiry  under 
§  41,  or  is  a  service  subject  to  inquiry  under  §  46.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  88. 

(b)  Character  and  wages  of  employees, 

42.  A  Public  Service  Commission  is  not  concerned  with  the  amount 
of  wages  paid  employees  except  in  so  far  as  they  may  be  reflected  in 
unreasonable  rates  or  inadequate  service.  Sparta  v.  Monroe  County 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  607. 

42a.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  cannot  dictate  as  to  the  identity  of 
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individuals  to  be  employed  by  railroad  companies,  so  long  as  the  service 
is  adequate.  Trimble  v.  Wichita  Falls  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  877. 

d;  Over  particular  corporatioiM  and  persons. 

1,  Constituting  puhlic  utilitiea. 

Persons  and  corporations  constituting  public  utilities  within  jurisdic- 
tion of  Commission,  see  Public  Utilities,  4-27. 

S9,  Municipal  plants. 
Over  municipal  plant,  see  Municipal  Plant,  2-4. 

a.  Receivers. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  a  receiver  operating 
utility,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  367. 

43.  The  Missouri  Commission  can  order  a  railroad  receiver  to  im- 
prove a  crossing  although  he  is  appointed  by  a  Federal  court.  Moberly 
V.  Pryor  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  425  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  296). 

44.  That  a  railroad  is  in  the  hiands  of  a  Federal  receiver  does  not 
•f  itself  deprive  the  Oklahoma  Commission  of  jurisdiction  to  require 
the  railroad  to  permit  grain  bins  and  portable  elevators  to  remain  on 
the  right  of  way  for  the  purpose  of  storage  and  loading  of  cars.  Jor- 
dan V.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917A,  182. 

46.  The  Ohio  Commission  will  dismiss  a  service  complaint  against  a 
utility  which  is  being  operated  by  a  receiver  who  is  amenable  to  the 
court  for  the  failure  of  the  utility  to  render  adequate  service.  Girard 
V.  Girard  Water  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  366. 

III.  Orders. 

Review  of  orders,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 
As  to  orders  of  Ck)mmission,  see  Orders. 

COMMISSIONS  AND  FEES. 

Rules  fixing  fees  for  testing  electrical  service  equipment,  P.U.R. 
1917B,  p.  437. 

CpipfOBITIES. 

Discrimination  in  rates  for  peaches  and  grapes,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 20. 

Difference  between  main  line  and  branch  line  commodity  rate,  as 
unlawful  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  88. 

Evidence  of  interstate  rates  in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of 
local  through  rates,  see  EvmENcns,  10. 

Power  of  Washington  Commission  to  establish  through  rates  on 
grain  with  milling-in-transit  privilege,  see  Rates,  32. 

Prima  facie  reasonableness  of  commodity  rate  lower  than  class 
rate,  see  Rates,  63. 
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62  COMMON  CARRIERS— COMMUTATION  RATES 

Railroads   required   to   give   electric   utility   furnishing   power   to 

manufacturing  plants  manufacturer's  rate  on  coal,  see  Rates, 

211. 
Relation  of  commodity  to  class  rates,  see  Rates,  214. 
Value  of  commodity  as  factor  in  fixing  freight  rates,  see  Rates, 

217. 
Cost  to  produce  commodity  as  element  to  be  considered  in  fixing 

railroad  rates,  see  Rates,  218. 
Comparison  of  freight  rates  on  grain,  see  Rates,  224. 
Rates  for  transportation  of  lumber,  see  Rates,  225. 
Comparison  of  freight  rates  on  wood  and  coal,  see  Rates,  220. 
Comparison  of  freight  rates  on  fruit,  see  Rates,  227. 
Minimum  carload  weight  for  hay  and  straw,  see  Rates,  286-238. 
Minimmn  carload  weight  for  gi*ain  products,  see  Rates,  240. 
Rate  for  carrying  refuse  and  slag  from  furnaces  and  mills,  see 

Rates,  250. 
Rates  for  transporting  salt,  see  Rates,  251. 
Joint  railroad  rates  on  wood,  see  Rates,  252,  253. 
Freight  rates  on  peaches  and  grapes,  see  Rates,  254-256. 
Refund  of  rates  on  peaches  and  grapes,  see  Reparation,  6. 
Coal  cars  to  be  promptly  returned,  see  Service,  210. 
Rule  requiring  loading  of  cars  to  full  capacity,  see  Service,  214. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  c(»nmodity  freight  rates,  Appendix, 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  1084. 

Abstract  of  railroad  commodity  rates.  Appendix,  P.U.R.1017B,  p, 
1098. 

COMMON  CARRIEB8. 

See  also  Carriers. 

When  electric  railway  handling  steam  railroad  cars  is  not  "con- 
necting common  carrier,"  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  2. 

COBfMON  LAW. 

Contract  for  water  for  fire  protection  at  annual  hydrant  rental 
with  provision  for  free  service  after  twenty  years  as  valid  at 
common  law,  see  Discrimination,  41. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  hauls  in  violation  of 
California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Reparation,  8. 

District  of  Columbia  statute  as  imposing  on  utility  common  law 
duty  to  render  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates,  see  Serv- 
ice, 2. 

COBfMON  8TOCK« 

See  Stock. 

COMMUNITIES. 

See  Localities. 

COMMUTATION  RATES. 

Discrimination  in  failure  to  apply,  see  Discrimination,  19. 
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COMPARATIVE  PLA2^  METHOD— COMPENSATION    63 

Factors  to  be  considered  in  fixing,  see  Rates,  92. 
Railroad  commutation  rates,  see  Rates,  191-194a. 
On  street  railways,  see  Rates,  265. 

COMPARATIVE  PI.ANT  METHOB. 

Of  computing  going  value,  see  Valuation,  372-378, 

COMPARISON  OF  RATES. 

Lowestf  freight   rate   for   same   service   presumed  -reasonable,  fee 

Rates,  57. 
As  factor  to  be  considered  in  rate  making,  see  Rates,  96-113. 
Comparison  of  interurban  railway  rates,  see  Rates,  168,  176. 
As   factor  to  be  considered  in   fixing  railroad  freight  rates,   see 

Rates,  220-230.' 
Comparison  of  domestic  water  rates  in  one  locality  with  those  in 

another,  see  Rates,  289. 

COMPARISON  OF  VALUES. 

As  factor  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  40. 

In  making  allowance  for  overheads,  see  Valuation,  112, 

COMPENSATION. 

Order  requiring  restoration  of  passenger  train  service  as  taking 
property  without  compensation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Requiring  physical  connection  between  competing  telephones  as 
taking  of  property  without  compensation^  see  Constitutional 
Law,  26,  27. 

Free  passes  to  public  officers  as  compensation  for  fees,  see  DiS' 
crimination,  88,  90. 

Free  service  as  compensation  for  franchise,  as  unlawful  discrim- 
ination under  Illinois  statute,  see  Disgbimination,  332. 

Free  service  to  city  for  permitting  electric  poles  to  occupy  public 
places  as  unlawful  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  133. 

Fixing  of,  for  municipal  acquisition  of  public  utility,  see  Munic- 
ipal Plant,  2-8. 

Corporation  engaged  in  operation  of  water  system  for  compensa- 
tion as  public  utility,  see  Pubuo  Utilities,  5. 

Tips  to  operators  of  mutual  telephones  by  nonsubscribers  as  con 
stituting  operation  for  hire,  see  Fdblio  Utilities,  19. 

Payment  of  sick  and  accident  benefits  to  employees,  see  Return, 
164. 

Capitalization  of  earnings  in  fixing  value  for  municipal  acquis! 
tion,  see  Valuation,  51. 

Consideration  of  earnings  in  fixing  value  for  municipal  acquisition^ 
see  Valuation,  61,  70. 

Rate  base  as  value  for  mimicipal  acquisition,  see  Valuation,  70. 

Consideration  of  depreciation  annuity  in  municipal  acquisition 
valuation,  see  Valuation,  106 
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64  COMPETITION-CONCRETE. 

Right  to  include  utility  organization  expense  in  municipal  aequisi* 

tion  valuation,  see  Valuation,  119a. 
Method  of  determining  value  of  consumer's  electrical  equipment  for 

which  utility  was  required  to  compensate  consumers,  see  VaIt 

UATiON,  293-298. 

COMPETITION. 

See  Monopoly  and  CoicpicTiTioif. 

OOMPI(AINT. 

Dismissal  of  service  complaint  by  Ohio  Commission  where  receiver 
is  amenable  to  court,  see  Commissions,  45. 

Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  rates  in  absence  of  complaint,  see 
Evidence,  4. 

Stockholder  as  not  proper  party  to  complain  against  failure  to 
provide  for  depreciation,  see  Pabties,  5. 

As  part  of  the  pleading,  see  Pleadings. 

Discretion  of  Commission  as  to  dismissing  complaint  upon  stipula* 
tion  by  the  parties,  see  Pbocedube,  1. 

Ground  for  dismissal  of  complaint,  see  Pbocedube,  12. 

Time  for  determination  of  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  subject- 
matter  of  complaint^  see  Pbocedube,  14. 

COMPUUNT  RECORDS. 

Rules  in  New  Hampshire  requiring  telephones  to  keep  records  of 
all  complaints  or  irregularities  in  service,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  678. 

COMPOSITE  UFE. 

Of  electric  distributing,  plant,  see  Defbeciation,  24. 

COMPULSION. 

Failure  to  protest  at  time  of  payment  as  affecting  right  to  repara* 
tion  of  overcharges  for  transportation  of  goods,  see  Repara- 
tion, 16. 

COMPUTATION. 

Of  depreciation,  see  Defbeciation,  11-17. 

Method  of  computing  readiness  to  serve  charge  for  natural  gas  util- 
ity, see  Rates,  187. 

Time  for  construction  in  computing  interest  during  construction, 
see  Valuation,  144. 

CONCEIVER'S  CQMMISS^OICS. 

See  Pbomotion. 

CONCESSIONS. 

To  special  classes  of  consumers,  see  Disceucination,  33-78. 

CONCRETE. 

Rate  for  water  used  in  mixing  paving  concrete,  see  Rates,  294. 
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CONDEMNATION— CONFISCATION.  66 

COHDEMKATIOir. 

See  Eminent  Domain. 

cominoNs. 

Conditions  imposed  upon  authorizing  consolidations,  see  Consolida- 
tion, Mebqeb,  and  Sale,  24-26. 

Conditions  imposed  in  certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  of 
high-voltage  line  along  highway  occupied  by  telephone  line, 
see  Electbicitt,  16. 

Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  condi* 
tion  precedent  to  action  in  courts  where  right  is  dependent 
upon  law  and  not  on  fact,  see  Repabation,  16. 

Requiring  consumer  to  sign  contract  as  a  condition  of  service,  see 
Sebvice,  102. 

Right  of  utility  to  require  consumer  to  purchase  stock  or  certifi- 
cates as  condition  to  service,  see  Sebvice,  105,  106. 

Deposit  to  insure  safe-keeping  of  meter  as  condition  to  service,  see 
Sebvice,  135. 

Consideration  of  local  conditions  in  fixing  reproduction  cost,  see 
Valuation,  93. 

CONDUCTORS. 

Duty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  without  ticket  that  he  may 
purchase  one  at  next  station,  see  Rates,  195b. 

Order  requiring  delivery  of  31-order  to  engineer  as  well  as  con- 
ductor, see  Sebvice,  183. 

CONDUITS. 

See  also  Wibes  and  Cables. 

Right  to  furnish  current  to  mill  through  mill  conduit  in  street  by 
utility  having  no  right  to  use  street,  see  Fbanchises,  5. 

CONFISCATION. 

Generally,  see  Rbttjbn. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  street  railway  company  to  carry  pas- 
sengers beyond  franchise  limits,  see  Constitutional  Law,  18. 

In  natural  gas  rate  fixed  by  Commission,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
20. 

Jurisdiction  of  Federal  court  to  enjoin  alleged  confiscatory  rate  of 
utility  operating  in  several  states,  see  Coubts,  4,  5. 

Estoppel  to  bring  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin  confiscatory  state 
rate,  see  Estoppel,  3,  4. 

Receiver's  action  in  mandamus  in  state  court  not  such  adequate 
remedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunction 
suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Injunction,  3. 

Results  from  test  period  during  November  and  December  as  evi- 
dence upon  issue  whether  railroad  rates  are  confiscatory,  see 
Rates,  93. 

Distinction  between  confiscation  and  unreasonableness  of  return,  see 
Retubn,  25,  26. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 5. 
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66  CONGESTION--CX)NSIGNEE. 

When  rates  lower  than  that  fixed  by  Commission  as  reasonable  are 

not  confiscatory,  see  Retukn,  61. 
In  failing  to  recognize  appreciation  of  property,  see  Valuation,  47. 
Question  of  confiscation  in  allowing  for  pavement  over  mainsi  tee 

Valuation,  19^. 

COHOESTION. 

Delay  in  delivery  of  freight  as  violation  of  order  of  Commission 'as 
not  excused  by  congestion  of  traffic,  see  Sebvice,  180. 

CONGRESS. 

Congressional  inaction  as  affecting  right  of  state  to  regulate  inter- 
state commerce,  see  Intebstate  Commerce. 

Grant  by  Congress  to  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  of  power  to 
raise  intrastate  rates,  to  eliminate  discrimination  against  in- 
terstate commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1. 

CONNECTEB  LOAB. 

For  electric  rate  schedule,  see  Rates,  146-150. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  extension  of  service  into  chartered 

but  occupied  territory,  see  Service,  8. 
Rules  governing  construction  and  maintenance  of  electric  wires  on 

wood  poles,  see  Wires  and  Cables,  2. 

CONNECTING  CARRIERS. 

When  electric  railway  handling  steam  railroad  cars  is  not  "con- 
necting common  carrier,"  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  2. 

Running  through  cars  over  connected  street  railway  lines,  without 
change  of  crews,  see  Service,  232. 

CONNECTIONS. 

See  Physical  Connection  ;  Service  Connections. 

CONSENT. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  to  grant  relief  from  mortgage 

executed  without  Commission's  consent,  see  Commissions,  40. 
Municipal  consent  under  New  York  statute  relative  to  auto  bus 

lines  as  not  constituting  franchise  imder  Second-class  Cities 

Law,  see  Franchises,  1. 
Consent  by  state  and  municipal  authorities  as  franchise  requiring 

approval  of  Commission,  see  Franchises,  2. 

CONSERVATION. 

Rules  relative  to  conservation  of  oil  and  natural  gas  in  Oklahoma, 

see  Natural  Gas,  1. 
Of  water  by  irrigation  company,  see  Service,  176. 

CONSIGNEE. 

See  also  Consumers  and  Patrons. 
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CONSOLIDATION,  MERGER,  AND  SALE,  I.  67 

Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars  at  terminal  on  requeat  of  consignee 
so  tliat  contents  may  be  liauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see 
"^Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Requiring  railroads  to  spot  cars  at  terminals  at  request  of  con- 
signee so  that  contents  may  be  drawn  by  electric  road,  as  dis- 
crimination, see  DiscBiuiNATioN,  117. 

Spotting  of  cars  upon  request  of,  see  Service,  216. 

COMSOLIDATIOir,  MBRaBR,  AND  SALE. 

/.  In  general  f  1,  2» 
II.  JuriBdicHonf  powerSf  and  dutiee  of  ComnUsaion,  d— 5« 
///.  €h*ounds  for  allowing  or  denying,  6^23. 
a.  Advantages,  6^10, 
d.  Objections  to  consolidation,  11^23, 

1,  In  general,  11^18, 

2,  Foreign  corporations,  19^23. 

IV*  Stipulations  imposed  upon  allowing  consolidation,  24r~26, 

I.  In  general. 

Book  entry  for  stodc  premium  paid  upon  merging  of  holding  and  operat- 
ing company,  see  Accoxjntino,  2. 

Necessity  of  securing  certificate  of  convenience  for  company  formed  by  a 
merger  prior  to  effective  date  of  Public  Service  Act,  see  Cebtifioatb 

of  CONVIWIENCE  AND  NeCESSITT,  12. 

Authorizing  consolidation  of  street  railway  systems  as  violation  of  con- 
stitutional inhibition  against  class  legislation,  see  Constitution- 
al Law,  28. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  determine  whether  sale  of  utility's  property 
is  consistent  with  public  interests  as  unlawful  delegation  of  legis- 
lative power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  76. 

Approval  of  consolidation  of  utilities  as  evidencing  Commission's  ap- 
proval of  sen- ice  by  a  utility  in  a  particular  territory,  see  Monop- 
oly AND  Competition,  9. 

Acquisition  of  utility  by  municipality,  see  Municipal  Plant,  5-8. 

Increase  of  existing  rates  by  consolidated  utilities,  see  Rates,  129. 

Amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  by  consolidated  utility,  see  SccuRmr 
Issues,  49-64. 

Sale  only  upon  a  reasonable  value,  see  Valuation,  6. 

Higher  values  attaching  on  sale  on  account  of  liberal  earnings,  see^ 
Valuation,  65. 

Price  paid  for  plant  upon,  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  74. 

Allowance  for  legal  expenses  in  effecting  consolidation,  see  Valuation, 
123. 

Valuation  of  parallel  wat«r  mains  of  consolidated  company,  see  Valua- 
tion, 256. 

Abstract  of  cases  passing  upon  consolidation,  merger,  and  sale,  Ar>^ 
PBNDix,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  1084. 
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68  CONSOLIDATION,  MERGER,  AND  SALE,  IL 

Annotation  on  right  of  utility  to  transfer  its  property,  franchises, 
and  licenses  under  statutory  authority  to  mortgage  or  lease  the  same, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  272. 

Annotation  on  the  transfer  of  property  from  one  utility  to  another, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  271. 

Annotation  on  consolidation  of  utilities,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  409. 

Annotation  on  capitalization  on  consolidation,  merger,  and  sale, 
P.U.R.1917E,  p.  606. 

Discussion  of  plan  of  effecting  a  consolidation  of  telephone  syBtemt, 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  787. 

Discussion  whether  consolidating  companies  are  engaged  in  same 
general  business  and  carrying  on  their  business  in  the  same  yicinity, 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  824. 

1.  The  mere  acquisition  of  the  physical  property  of  a  public  service 
corporation  imposes  upon  the  purchaser  no  charter  obligations  of  the 
former  owner  with  respect  to  the  rates  for  service.  Runk  v.  Allentown- 
Bethlehem  Gas  CJo.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  911. 

2.  One  who  builds  a  telephone  line,  and  receives  from  each  sub- 
scriber a  specified  sum  for  a  telephone  instrument,  with  *'a  right  to 
use  the  line,"  has  sufficient  sole  ownership  to  entitle  him  to  sell  the 
line  to  a  utility,  although  four  receipts  for  money  paid  by  subscribers 
recited  that  he  sold  each  a  share  of  the  line,  where  it  appeared  that 
he  never  turned  the  property  over  to  the  subscribers  or  abandoned  con- 
trol, that  the  subscribers  never  acted  as  owners  or  understood  that 
they  had  any  title  until  the  peculiar  wording  of  the  receipts  was 
noticed  ten  years  later,  and  that  the  subscribers  can  enforce  any  per- 
sonal rights  they  have  against  the  vendor  without  delaying  the  general 
public  in  securing  adequate  service,  which  will  result  from  the  sale.  Re 
Philbrick  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  874. 

I/.  JurisdicHan,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission* 

Constitutional  provision  prohibiting  use  of  street  without  consent  of 
local  authority  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  authorize  sale 
of  utility's  property  and  franchises,  see  Commissions,  12. 

3.  Upon  application  of  a  utility  for  authority  to  sell  its  system 
to  a  city  and  of  the  city  to  purchase,  the  order  of  the  California  Com- 
mission need  only  authorize  the  utility  to  sell,  since  authorization  is 
not  necessary  to  permit  the  city  to  purchase.  Re  San  Gabriel  Valley 
Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R,1917A,  655. 

4.  Authority  to  sell  a  water  system  which  is  operated  without  a 
franchise,  and  to  issue  stock  in  payment,  will  not  be  made  effective  until 
the  vendor  secures  a  franchise  and  approval  thereof  by  the  Commission. 
Re  River  Bend  Gas  &  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  827. 

5.  Upon  an  application  by  a  utility  to  purchase  a  large  amount  of 
the  capital  stock  of  another  utility  the  California  Commission  is  con* 
cemed  with  the  single  issue  whether  the  purchase  will  be  for  the  public 
interest,  and  will  not  pass  upon  transactions  between  individual  stock- 
holders.   Re  Western  P.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  269. 
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CONSOLIDATION,  MERGER,  AND  SALE,  ni.  a,  b,  1.  60 

III.  Chrounds  for  allowing  or  denying, 

m 

a.  Advantages, 

6.  A  lighting  company  was  authorized  to  lease  its  property  and 
franchises  to  another,  where  both  were  operated  as  one  company,  it 
appearing  that  there  would  be  some  convenience  and  economy  in  opera- 
tion, that  the  lessee  had  guaranteed  to  the  stockholders  of  the  lessor 
a  semiannual  dividend  of  7  per  cent,  that  the  lessee  had  substantial 
financial  strength  and  would  give  as  good  sendee  as  the  lessor.  Re 
Kittery  Electric  Light  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1017A,  12. 

7.  The  consolidation  of  a  local  telephone  system  with  another  in  a 
town  is  not  against  public  policy,  where  the  service  of  the  first  system 
is  extremely  poor  and  the  users  will  obtain  from  the  consolidation 
efficient  local  and  long-distance  service,  for  Vhich  there  is  a  substantial 
demand  in  the  community.    Re  Philbrick  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  874. 

8.  The  duplication  of  railroad  service,  especially  in  a  sparsely  set- 
tled territory,  and  the  limited  ability  of  a  narrow-gage  road  to  serve  its 
patrons  as  efficiently  as  a  standard-gage  road  having  transcontinental 
connections,  is  sufficient  to  warrant  a  Commission  in  authorizing  a 
transfer  of  portions  of  the  narrow-gage  road  to  a  standard-gage  road 
and  the  abandonment  oi  such  other  portions  of  the  road  serving  terri- 
tory which  is  also  served  by  the  standard-gage  road.  Re  Nevada-Cali- 
fomia-Oregon  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  404. 

0.  The  public  interest  will  be  served  by  the  purchase  by  a  railroad 
of  a  large  amount  of  capital  stock  of  another  railroad,  where  it  appears 
the  two  roads  are  not  competitive,  that  it  will  furnish  financial  assist- 
ance to  the  one  road  in  need  of  it,  and  that  it  will  enable  the  two  lines 
to  serve  each  other  more  advantageously  and  to  render  more  efficient 
service  to  the  public.    Re  Western  P.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R1917D,  269. 

10.  The  consolidation  of  two  competing  telephone  companies  in  a 
large  city  is  preferable  to  the  maintenance  of  their  separate  identities 
and  property  rights  with  an  interchange  of  service,  because  the  return 
would  be  based  upon  a  smaller  investment,  the  operating  expenses  would 
be  less,  and  the  service  superior.  Re  Southern  California  Teleph.  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  989. 

5.  Objections  to  consoHilation. 

1.  In  general. 

11.  A  plan  for  the  purchase  of  the  capital  stock  of  one  utility  by 
another  should  not  be  rejected  merely  because  the  Commission  believes 
another  plan  would  serve  the  purpose  better.  Re  South  Shore  Natural 
Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  274. 

12.  A  Commission  should  not  withhold  its  approval  of  a  plan  for  the 
purchase  of  the  stock  of  one  utility  by  another  merely  because  there 
may  be  technical  objections  which  will  vitiate  it  before  the  courts.  Re 
South  Shore  Natural  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (N,  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  274. 

13.  The  transfer  of  a  steam  plant  and  real  estate  from  a  cement 
corporation  to  an  electric  power  corpcnration  is  not  rendered  invalid 
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merely  because  the  cement  company  has  sold  electricity  to  others  be- 
sides its  tenants,  so  as  to  make  it  an  electrical  corporation,  prohibited, 
by  statute,  from  transferring  such  property  without  the  consent  of  the 
Commission,  it  appearing  that  the  transfer  was  prior  to  the  time  when 
such  outside  sales  were  made.  Re  Cayuga  Power  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  916. 

14.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  will  not  approve  a  contract  pro- 
viding for  the  sale  of  the  property  and  interest  in  the  right  of  way 
of  an  electric  railway  to  a  steam  railroad  in  consideration  of  a  certain 
amoimt  of  capital  stock  and  bonds  of  the  railroad  company  found  to  be 
in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  property,  under  a  Constitution  and  statute 
prohibiting  railroads  from  issuing  stocks  and  bonds  in  excess  of  the 
value  of  the  labor  or  property  received  therefor,  though  the  comple- 
tion of  the  construction  and  the  operation  of  the  proposed  railroad 
would  be  of  great  benefit  to  the  public.  Re  McConnellsburg  &  Ft.  L.  R. 
Co.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917B,  457. 

15.  The  sale  of  a  steamboat  will  not  be  permitted  where  the  sale 
will  result  in  inadequate  transportation  facilities  on  the  route  on  which 
it  is  operated  and  the  vessel  yields  a  large  return,  even  though  the  price 
offered  will  give  the  owner  a  great  profit  on  the  investment.  Re 
Ynchausti  &  Co.  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917A,  42^1^ 

16.  The  fact  that  poor  service  once  resulted  from  lack  of  competi- 
tion furnishes  no  reason  for  the  refusal  of  a  Commission  to  authorize 
the  consolidation  of  competing  telephone  companies  under  a  statute  giv- 
ing it  ample  power  to  enforce  good  service.  Re  Southern  California 
Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  989. 

17.  That  a  consolidated  telephone  company  securing  a  monopoly 
may  become  remiss  in  its  duty  to  the  public  is  not  sufficient  reason  for 
refusing  to  authorize  a  consolidation  which  ought  to  result  beneficially 
to  the  public  and  which  is  desired  by  the  communities  affected.  Re 
Santa  Barbara  Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  768. 

18.  Objections  to  the  consolidation  of  competing  telephone  companies 
in  a  large  city  urged  by  independent  companies  owning  exchanges  in 
the  same  county,  on  the  groimd  that  their  business  would  be  affected 
and  that  certain  toll  service  would  deteriorate  through  overloading,  are 
untenable,  where  it  appears  that  the  subscribers  of  the  independent 
companies  will  henceforth  have  access  to  all  instead  of  a  portion  only 
of  the  city  subscribers,  and  where  the  Commission  has  ample  power  to 
compel  a  continuation  of  good  service.  Re  Southern  California  Teleph. 
Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  989. 

2.  Foreign  corporations. 

19.  A  plan  for  the  purchase  by  a  foreign  utility  of  the  capital  stock 
of  a  domestic  utility,  lawful  under  local  statutes,  and  greatly  in  the 
interest  of  the  public,  should  be  approved.  Re  South  Shore  Natural 
Gas  A  Fuel  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  274. 

20.  The  mere  fact  that  the  owner  of  stock  of  domestic  corporations 
will  profit  by  its  sale  to  a  foreign  corporation  pres^its  no  reason  for 
the  refusal  of  a  Commission  to  approve  the  transfer.  Re  South  Shore 
Natural  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  274. 
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21  A  plan  for  the  sale  of  the  stock  ef  a  domestic  utility  should  not 
be  rejected  merely  because  the  purchaser  is  a  foreign  corporation,  where 
it  appears  that  the  regulatory  powers  of  the  Commission  over  the  man- 
agement of  the  properties  will  not  be  in  the  slightest  degree  limited. 
Re  South  Shore  Natural  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  274. 

22.  Under  the  New  Jersey  statute  (Laws  1911,  chap.  195,  §  19),  re- 
quiring the  Commission's  consent  to  the  transfer  by  a  utility  of  more 
than  a  majority  of  its  stock  to  any  corporation,  a  utility  will  not  be 
allowed  to  transfer  all  of  its  stock  to  a  foreign  holding  company,  to 
permit  the  latter  to  issue  securities  with  the  stock  as  a  pledge,  where 
the  former  has  sold  property  to  the  holding  company  at  less  than  its 
book  value  without  a  reduction  in  capitalization  or  permission  to  set 
up  a  "property  abandoned"  account^  and  where  it  does  not  appear  that 
the  transfer  will  not  so  intermingle  the  management  and  liabilities  of 
the  companies  as  to  make  separate  operation  and  supervision  impossible. 
Re  New  Jersey  &  P.  Traction  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  70. 

23.  A  domestic  holding  company  whose  stock  is  owned  by  a  foreign 
corporation  that  acquired  such  stock  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law  may  be  authorized  to  merge  with  the  ' 
operating  company  whose  stock  it  owns,  although  the  foreign  corpora- 
tion could  not  acquire,  since  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
missions Law,  more  than  10  per  cent  of  the  stock  of  the  operating  com- 
pany, since  the  merger  makes  no  change  in  the  substantial  ownership 
as  it  existed  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law,— the  only  change  being  in  the  form  of  the  ownership  and  the  elim- 
ination of  an  intermediate  holding  company.  Re  Lockport  Gas  k  E.  L. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  866. 

IV.  Stipulations  imposed  upon  allouHng  consolidation. 

24.  Upon  authorizing  a  utility  to  acquire  the  property  and  fran- 
chises of  other  utilities,  the  California  Commission  required  it  to  file 
a  stipulation  to  the  effect  that  no  value  would  be  claimed  for  any 
franchise  transferred  in  excess  of  the  actual  cost  thereof  to  the  original 
grantee.    Re  Santa  Barbara  Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  768. 

25.  A  stipulation,  as  a  condition  to  the  consolidation  of  competing 
telephone  companies,  that  ihe  consolidated  company  will  not,  except  in 
minor  cases  necessary  to  remove  discrimination,  ask  for  an  increase  in 
rates  for  a  period  of  five  years,  is  reasonable,  where  it  appears  that, 
altlMmgh  the  estimated  revenue  for  the  year  succeeding  consolidation 
shows  an  inadequate  balance  available  for  depreciation  reserve  as 
claimed  by  the  companies,  with  nothing  available  for  dividends,  the 
estimate  for  the  second  year  succeeding  consolidation  shows  a  full 
allowance  for  such  depreciation,  of  $500)000  for  bond  interests,  and 
$251,000  for  dividends,  indicating  that  an  increase  of  rates  will  not  bo 
necessary  at  least  for  a  number  of  years.  Re  So^hem  Califbrnia 
Teleph.  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  989. 

26.  The  consolidation  of  competing  telephone  companies  and  the 
issuanee  of  securltfes  by  the  consolidated  company  werie  authorized  on 
condition  that  the  latter  would  not  apply  for  an  increase  in  rates  for 
five  years;  that  it  give  each  subscriber  a  choice  of  automatic  or  manual 
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service;  that  it  give  all  subscribers  a  choice  of  telephone  toll  service 
rendered  by  two  specified  companies  irrespective  of  the  class  of  instru- 
ments used;  that  it  would  not  change  its  principal  office  from  the 
city  where  at  present  located;  that  it  would  never  claim  any  franchise 
values  in  excess  of  moneys  paid  therefor;  that  the  toll  companies  agree 
to  accept  and  deliver  without  discrimination  as  between  manual,  semi- 
automatic, and  automatic  subscribers  or  otherwise  all  long-distance  tele- 
phone messages  between  the  exchange  of  the  consolidated  company  and 
all  other  points  in  the  state;  that  the  consolidated  company  keep 
monthly  reports  of  station  removals  and  station  changes,  detailed  daily 
trouble  records,  and  monthly  reports  showing  the  progress  of  consoli- 
dation.   Re  Southern  California  Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  989. 

CONSTANT  CONSUBCER  COST. 

Consideration  of,  in  substituting  consumer  charge  for  minimum 
charge,  see  Rates,  71. 

CONSTITUTION. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  annul  discriminatory  contract 
for  use  of  water  entered  into  under  Constitution  of  1879,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  56. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  legislature  to  delegate  rate-making  powers,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  74. 

Constitutional  provision  authorizing  municipality  to  frame  charter 
as  not  giving  them  power  to  regulate  public  utilities,  see  Mu- 
nicipalities, 4. 

Automobile  operated  as  common  carrier  as  public  utility  under 
California  Constitution,  see  Public  Utilitiss,  26. 

Effect  of  publishing  and  filing  with  the  Commission  schedule  of 
rates  violating  Constitution  and  statutes,  see  Rates,  47. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violati<m  of 
California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Repabation,  8. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Conunission  to  regulate  street  railway  service 
notwithstanding  provision  of  Constitution  against  granting 
legislative  franchises  without  consent  of  local  authorities,  see' 
Sebvice,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  Constitution  and  statute,  to 
require  street  railway  company  to  apply  to  local  authorities 
for  franchise  to  operate  in  street,  see  Sebvice,  10, 11. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Arizona  Constitution  and  statute 
over  Pullman  car  service,  see  Sebvice,  44. 

Statute  to  be  construed  to  avoid  confliction  with,  see  Statutes,  6. 

CONSTITUTIONAI.  LAW. 

J.  In  general  f  1. 
II.  Due  process  and  equal  protection,  2^27. 
a.  In  general,  2,  3. 
t.  Statutes  providing  for  appeals  to  the  courts,  4«-7* 

c.  Statutes  providing  for  notice  and  hearing,  S,  P. 

d.  StattUes  making  findings  prima  fade  correct,  10,  11. 
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H. — oontinued. 

e.  Orders  relative  to  valuation,  12. 
/.  Orders  eliminating  discrimination,  18^16. 
g.  Orders  relative  to  rates  generally,  17— J90. 
h.  Orders  relative  to  service  generally,  21^28. 
i.  Orders  requiring  sidetracH  <^nnections,  24^2Sa, 
j.  Orders  requiring  physical  connection  of  telephonesp 
26,  27. 
III.  Class  legislation,  28. 
IV,  Denial  of  trial  ty  jury,  29, 
T,  Impairment  of  contracts,  80— 78. 
a.  In  general,  80,  81. 
6.  Franchise  contracts,  82S4. 

1.  Power  to  alter  contract  asserted,  82'-'^S. 

2.  Power  to  alter  contract  denied,  40—54. 

c.  Contracts  with  consumers,  55— 7i. 

1.  In  general,  5&-e4. 

2.  Contracts  with  municipalities,  05— 71* 

d.  Contracts  between  corporations^  72 f  78 • 
VI.  Delegation  of  powers,  74—77. 

VII.  Departments  of  government,  78. 
VIII.  Police  poufer,  79. 
IX.  Interference  vdth  interstate  commerce,  SO'^2. 

I.  In  general. 

Constitutional  provision  prohibiting  use  of  street  without  consent  of 
local  authority  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  authorize  sale 
of  utility's  property  and  franchises,  see  Commissions,  12. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  determine  constitutionality  of  statute,  see 
Commissions,  13-16. 

Estoppel  by  acceptance  of  franchise  to  question  validity  of  order  of  Com- 
mission, see  Estoppel,  6. 

Power  of  state  to  authorize  administrative  Commission  to  revise  rates 
fixed  by  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  40. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  fix  street  railway  fares  as  violating  consti- 
tutional provision  against  operating  street  railway  without  mu- 
nicipal consent,  see  Rates,  41. 

Constitutional  provision  authorizing  legislature  to  provide  a  local  mu- 
nicipal government  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  regulate 
street  railway  rates  in  city,  see  Rates,  42. 

Power  of  city  to  regulate  rates  of  public  utilities  imder  constitutional 
authority  to  adopt  local  or  special  laws,  see  Rates,  45. 

Confiscation  in  general,  see  Return. 

Constitutional  provision  against  amendment  of  statute  by  reference  to 
title  only,  see  Statutes,  3. 

Statement  that  determination  of  question  whether  statute  or  Com- 
mission order  exceeds  bounds  of  law  is  one  of  law,  P.U.R.1017E,  p.  794. 

Statement  as  to  constitutional  limitation  upon  power  to  regulate 
railways,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  793. 
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Discussion  as  to  administrative  as  distinguished  from  legislative 
powers  of  Commissions,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  1010. 

1.  The  provision  of  §  27,  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act.(Hurd*s  Stat. 
1916,  p.  2027),  construed  as  conferring  on  a  public  utility,  upon  obtain- 
ing  the  consent  and  approval  of  the  Commission,  the  right  to  obtain 
control  of  a  competing  public  utility  through  the  purchase  of  stock, 
bonds,  and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness,  is  not  void  for  violating 
any  public  policy  of  the  state,  and  does  not  contravene  §  22,  art.  4, 
of  the  state  Constitution,  which  prohibits  the  legislature  from  passing 
any  local  or  special  laws  "granting  to  any  corporation,  association,  or 
individual  any  special  or  exclusive  privilege,  immunity,  or  franchise 
whatever."  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Clow  v.  Romberg 
(111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  355  (S.  C.  275  IlL  432,  114  N.  E.  191). 

11,  Due  process  and  equal  protection* 

a.  In  general. 

Failure  to  apply  for  modification  of  Commission  as  precluding  appel- 
lant from  urging  denial  of  due  process  on  aocoimt  of  indefiniteness, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  12. 

Confiscation  in  failing  to  recognize  appreciatiott  of  property,  see  Yalua* 
TION,  47. 

Question  of.  confiseation  in  allowing  for  payment  over  mains,  see  Valua- 
tion, 198. 

Annotation  on  regulation  of  rates  and  service  of  public  utility  as 
denial  of  due  process,  P.UJL1917E,  p.  380. 

2.  The  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act  is  not  made  invalid  by  §  71, 
restricting  the  right  to  a  supersedeas  on  appeal  from  a  Commission 
order,  since  the  right  to  have  an  appeal  made  a  supersedeas  is  not  a 
constitutional  right.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Mitchell 
V.  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275  111. 
555,  114  N.  E.  325). 

3.  A  commission  order  requiring  an  electric  company  to  move 
high-tension  poles  which  it  has  erected  on  its  private  right  of  way  in 
dangerous  proximity  to  telegraph  poles  neither  confiscates  electric  prop- 
erty nor  takes  it  without  due  process  of  law,  in  violation  of  the  5th 
and  14th  Amendments  to  the  Federal  Constitution.  Western  U.  Teleg. 
Co.  V.  Burlington  Traction  Co.  (Vt.)  P.U.R.1917C,  320  (8.  C.  90  Vt 
506,99  Atl.  4). 

t.  Statutes  providing  for  appeals  to  the  courts, 

4.  Utilities  are  not  deprived  of  property  without  due  process  of  law 
merely  because  they  are  not  made  formal  parties  to  a  proceeding  be- 
fore the  Commission  in  which  an  order  is  made  affecting  their  service, 
where  a  statute  gives  them  the  right  to  apply  for  a  rehearing  and 
makes  the  same  provision  for  a  review  of  a  decision  of  the  Commis- 
sion upon  r^earing  as  for  a  review  of  the  original  order.  Chicago  v. 
O'Connell  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917E,  730  (S.  C.  278  IlL  591,  116  N.  E.  210). 

5.  The  absence  of  any  provision  for  notice  and  hearing  in  Ind. 
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Acts  1909,  p.  323^  empowering  the  State  Railroad  Commission  to  in- 
vestigate the  condition  and  efficiency  of  headlights  then  in  use  on  loco- 
motive engines  on  the  railroads  in  the  state,  to  determine  the  most 
practicable  and  efficient  headlight  for  all  purposes,  and  to  make  and 
enforce  against  the  railway .  companies  the  necessary  orders  for  the 
installation  of  such  headlights  does  not  make  the  Commission's  order 
requiring  the  installation  of  headlights  of  1,500  candle  power  repugnant 
to  the  due  process  of  law  clause  of  U.  S.  Const.  14th  Amendment,  where 
the  highest  state  court  construes  such  act  as  supplemental  to  Ind.  Act 
of  February  28,  1905,  which,  as  amended  by  Ind.  Act  of  March  9,  1907, 
gave  to  any  carrier  or  other  party  dissatisfied  with  any  order  made  by 
the  Commission  a  right  to  resort  to  the  courts  in  an  action  to  suspend 
it  or  set  it  aside,  and  the  order  in  question  was  made  after  notice  and 
full  hearing,  and  the  complaining  carrier  had,  and  exercised,  the  right 
to  a  judicial  review  by  action  at  law.  Vandalia  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1004  (S.  C.  242  U.  S.  255,  61  L.  ed. 
276,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  93). 

6.  An  order  of  an  administrative  body  does  not  amount  to  a  de- 
nial of  due  process  of  law  guaranteed  by  the  state  and  Federal  Con- 
Btitiztions,  where  the  order  wa»  made  in  compliance  with  statutory  re- 
quirements as  to  notice  and  hearing,  and  such  order  cannot  be  en- 
forced accept  through  the  order  or  judgment  of  a  duly  constituted 
jodioial  tribunal  after  hearing.  Chicago  &.  N.  W.  R.  Co.  y.  Dougherty 
(S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,  617  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  163  N.  W.  715). 

7.  An  order  of  an  administrative  body  does  not  deprive  a  utility  of 
its  property  without  compensation  merely  because  a  judicial  review 
of  such  order  may  involve  trouble  and  expense.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 
v.  Dougherty  (S.  D.)  P.UJt.l917F,  617  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  163  N.  W. 
716). 

c.  Statutes  providing  for  notice  and  hearing, 

8.  The  statute  requiring  common  carriers  to  furnish  adequate  tele« 
phone  connections  between  their  offices,  buildings,  and  grounds,  and  the 
local  telephone  exchange,  provides  for  a  notice  and  a  hearing  before  the 
State  Railway  Commission  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  such  requirement, 
and  is  not  unconstitutional  as  depriving  the  carrier  of  its  property 
without  due  process  of  law  or  as  denying  it  the  equal  protection  of  the 
laws.  Rev.  Stat  1913,  §§  5988-5990;  Laws  1909,  chap.  100,  §§  1-3. 
State  ex  rel.  Nebraska  State  R.  Commission  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  597  (S.  C  100  Neb.  700,  161  N.  W.  270). 

9.  The  procedure  for  a  rate  case  provided  by  article  5  of  the  Illi- 
nois Public  Utilities  Act  cannot  be  held  not  to  be  according  to  the 
course  of  the  common  law  or  of  the  state  and  Federal  Constitutions, 
where  the  hearing  is  to  be  had  before  an  organized  tribunal,  and  the 
utility  is  entitled  to  be  present  and  contest  the  facts  on  the  merits. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago  &  W.  T. 
R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275  111.  555,  114  N.  W.  325). 

d.  Statutes  maldng  findings  prima  facie  correct, 

10.  The  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act  in  making  the  findings  and  con- 
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elusions  of  the  Commission  on  questions  of  fact  prima  facie  true  on 
appeal,  and  providing  that  no  rule,  regulation,  or  order  shall  be  set 
aside  unless  it  clearly  appears  that  the  findings  are  against  the  weight 
of  the  evidence,  does  not  take  the  property  of  the  unsuccessful  party 
without  due  process  of  law.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel. 
Mitchell  V.  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275 
III.  556.  114  N.  W.  326). 

11.  The  provisions  of  the  Illinois  Utilities  Act,  §  68,  that  on 
an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the  Commission  the  findings  and  conclu- 
sions of  the  Commission  on  questions  of  fact  shall  be  prima  facie  cor- 
rect, and  that  a  rule  or  order  of  the  Commission  shall  not  be  set  aside 
unless  it  clearly  appears  that  the  finding  of  the  Commission  was  against 
the  manifest  weight  of  the  evidence,  or  that  it  was  without  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Commission,  are  not  unconstitutional.  State  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  271 
(S.  C.  278  111.  68,  115  N.  E.  904). 

e.  Orders  relative  to  valuation, 

12.  The  property  rights  of  a  utility  cannot  be  said  to  have  been  im- 
paired by  the  failure  of  a  Commission  to  allow,  in  a  rate  valuation,  any- 
thing for  the  value  of  water  rights  beyond  their  cost,  where  the  alleged 
value  is  sought  to  be  established  by  capitalizing  the  difference  between 
the  cost  of  production  in  favor  of  the  company's  water  power  plant 
over  a  steam  plant,  and  it  appears  that  the  evidence  as  to  this  is  con- 
flicting; or  where  ^e  value  is  based  on  the  theory  that  the  right  to 
draw  and  store  water  is  a  detriment  U>  riparian  rights  which  would 
have  to  be  paid  for  by  the  company  if  it  did  not  own  such  ri^ts,  and 
it  appears  that  the  evidence  in  support  thereof  is  highly  speculative. 
San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  37  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  166  Pac.  16). 

f.  Orders  elitninating  discrimination, 

13.  It  is  not  an  abuse  of  police  power  to  order  a  milling  in  transit 
privilege  in  connection  with  a  through  rate,  where  a  similar  privilege 
has  been  granted  by  the  railroads  at  another*  point,  resulting  in  public 
discrimination.  State  ex  rel.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Com- 
mission (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917E,  87  (S.  C.  96  Wash.  376,  163  Pac.  1143). 

14.  An  order  of  a  Public  Service  Commission  fixing  a  through  rate 
with  milling  in  transit  privilege,  in  order  to  remove  discrimination, 
does  not  take  the  property  of  a  railroad  company  without  due  process 
of  law.  State  ex  rel.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Wash.)P.U.R.1917E,  87  (S.  C.  95  Wash.  376,  163  Pac.  1143). 

16.  Due  process  of  law  is  not  denied  to  a  railroad  company  by  the 
California  Constitution,  art.  12,  §  21,  which  prohibits  the  railroad  com- 
panies from  charging  more  for  a  shorter  than  for  a  longer  haul,  except 
by  permission  of  the  Railroad  Commission  in  special  cases  after  inves- 
tigation. Southern  P.  Co.  v.  California  Adjustment  Co.  (Fed.)  P.UJL 
1917C,  489  (S.  C.  237  Fed.  954). 

16.  An  order  of  the  Oklahoma  Commission  requiring  a  railroad  com- 
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pany  to  furnish  tank  cars  for  the  shipment  of  gasolene  does  not  con- 
stitute a  discrimination  against  the  company  because  of  the  fact  that 
Ck)ngress  has  not  given  specific  authority  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  to  require  the  furnishing  of  such  cars.  Lawton  Ref,  Co. 
V.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R,  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  690. 

g*  Orders  relative  to  rates  generally* 

17.  A  schedule  fixing  metered  rates  below  cost  of  service  for  water 
used  for  manufacturing  purposes  and  higher  rate  for  water  for  gen- 
eral use  deprives  the  latter  class  of  consumers  of  their  property  without 
adequate  compensation  or  due  process  of  law.  Civic  League  v.  St. 
Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R. 
412). 

18.  Whether  an  order  of  a  Public  Service  Commission  requiring 
street  railway  passengers  to  be  carried  beyond  the  limits  of  the  particu- 
lar franchises  covering  those  lines,  and  at  a  reduced  rate,  is  confiscatory 
or  otherwise  arbitrary  within  the  inhibition  of  U.  S.  Const.  14th 
Amend.,  is  not  to  be  determined  with  reference  to  earnings  and  operat- 
ing expenses  of  the  lines  in  question,  separately  considered,  wh'ere  such 
lines  are  and  have  long  been  operated  as  parts  of  a  system.  Puget  Sound 
Traction,  Light,  &  P.  Co.  v.  Reynolds  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  57  (S.  C. 
244  U.  S.  574,  61  L.  ed.  1325,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  705). 

19.  On  invoking  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Federal  court  temporarily  to 
enjoin  as  confiscatory  rates  fixed  by  a  Commission,  the  court  will  not 
substitute  its  judgment  as  to  what  the  rates  should  be,  and  will  inter- 
fere only  if  the  rates  will  result  in  taking  utility  property  for  public  - 
use  without  just  compensation.  Goldfkld  Consol.  Water  Co.  v.  Publio 
Service  Commission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  686  (S.  C.  -—  Fed.  — ). 

20.  A  natural  gas  rate  fixed  by  a  state  Commission  is  confiscatory 
in  violation  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  where  the  rate  will  not  pro- 
duce sufficient  revenue  to  provide  for  extensions  to  secure  gas  to  replace , 
a  failing  supply,  for  a  sufficient  sum  to  purchase  gas,  for  depreciation 
due  to  the  expiring  life  of  the  company,  and  for  a  return  of  8  per  cent 
rather  than  6  per  cent.  Landon  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Fed.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234  Fed.  152). 

li»  Orders  relative  to  service  generally. 

21.  Orders  of  the  Mississippi  Railroad  Commission,  made  in  October, 
1914,  requiring  an  interstate  railway  carrier  to  restore  to  service  six 
passenger  trains — two  each  way  daily  between  Meridian  and  Waynes- 
boro, a  town  52  miles  to  the  south,  and  one  train  each  way  daily  be- 
tween Meridian  and  Okolona,  a  town  127  miles  to  the  north — all  in  the 
state  of  Mississippi,  could  not  be  enforced  without  taking  the  property 
of  the  railway  company  without  due  process  of  law,  contrary  to  U.  S. 
Const.  14th  Amend.,  where  the  company  was  operating  before  the  busi- 
ness depression  incident  to  the  European  war  on  an  extremely  narrow 
margin  of  profit,  and,  without  being  able  to  meet  the  growing  deficit 
caused  by  the  shrinkage  of  business,  had  resorted  to  rigid  economies  of 
every  sort  before  it  had  discontinued  these  six  trains,  the  continued 
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operation  of  which  wonld  have  involved  a  loss  of  $10,000  a  month;  and 
where  the  three  daily  trains  to  the  north  of  Meridian  which  still  re- 
mained in  service  could  not  be  said  to  be  inadequate  to  the  needs  of  the 
comparatively  small  population  to  be  served,  whatever  may  be  said  of  the 
service  to  the  south,  with  but  two  trains  each  way  in  twenty-four  hours, 
the  orders  of  the  Commission  having  been  intended  to  be,  in  effect,  an 
order  for  the  restoration  of  the  six  trains.  Mississippi  R.  Commission 
V.  Mobile  &  O,  R.  Co.  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917E,  791  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  388, 
61  L.  ed.  1216,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  602). 

22.  Neither  a  Commission  order  regulating  the  service  of  street  rail- 
way companies  nor  a  statute  authorizing  such  order  violates  the  con- 
stitutional rights  of  the  companies,  since  property  devoted  to  public 
use  is  subject  to  regulation  by  the  state.  Chicago  v.  O'Connell  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  730  (S.  C.  278  111.  691,  116  N.  E.  210). 

^3.  An  order  requiring  a  railroad  company  to  extend  its  line,  or  to 
build  a  new  line,  so  as  to  connect  with  its  existing  line  points  that 
have  not  theretofore  been  connected  and  which  the  company  has  not 
undertaken  to  connect,  takes  the  property  without  due  process  of  law. 
Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  336  (S.  C.  173  Cal.  577,  160  Pac.  8^). 

i.   Orders  requiring  sidetrack  connections, 

24.  Railroad  companies  are  not  deprived  of  property  without  due 
process  of  law  and  without  just  compensation,  nor  denied  the  equal 
protection  of  the  laws  by  the  requirement  of  the  South  Dakota  stat- 
ute (Laws  1911,  §  38,  chap.  207)  for  track  conneotiona  and  facilities 
for  the  interchange  of  cars  and  traffic  between  railroads  where  demanded 
by  public  convenience,  such  statute  making  it  the  duty  of  the  railroad 
Commissioners,  upon  ordering  connection,  to  prescribe  by  reasonable 
rules  and  regulations  how  the  connection  and  ^anafer  of  trafl&c  and 
the  return  of  cars  shall  be  made,  and  to  prescribe  the  compensation  to 
be  made  by  one  carrier  to  another  for  the  use  of  its  tracks,  equipment, 
or  terminal  facilities,  where  such  use  is  required.  Commercial  Club 
V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917B,  983. 

25.  The  state  under  its  police  power  may  require  a  railroad  com- 
pany to  provide  such  sidetrack  facilities  to  industries  adjacent  to  its 
tracks  as  shall  be  found  to  be  necessary  and  reasonable  under  all  the 
circumstances,  and  may  apportion  the  necessary  expense  therefor  be- 
tween the  company  and  the  industry  in  such  manner  as  shall  be  found 
to  be  reasonable.  Ochs  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co. 
(Minn.)  P.U.R.1917C,  235  (S.  C.  135  Minn.  323,  L.RA.— ,  — ,  160  N. 
W.  866). 

25a.  An  order  of  state  Commission  requiring  a  railroad  company  to 
construct  a  spur  track  does  not  constitute  a  taking  of  property  without 
due  process  where  the  shipper  was  required  to  furnish  the  right  of  way 
and  defray  a  portion  of  the  cost  of  construction,  and  the  burden  cast 
upon  the  railroad  was  not  unreasonable  and  a  reasonable  necessity  for 
the  construction  was  shown.  Range  Sand  Lime  Brick  Co.  v.  Great 
Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917F,  526  (S.  C.  —  Minn.  — ,  L.R^.— , 
;— ,  163N.  W.  656). 
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j.  Orders  requiring  physical  connection  of  telephones. 

26.  A  OominiBsion  order  requiring  physical  connection  between  com- 
peting telephone  systems  does  not  amount  to  a  taking  of  the  telephone 
company's  property  witiiout  due  compensation,  nor  an  unlawful  exercise 
of  the  power  of  eminent  domain,  where,  after  investigation  and  hear- 
ing, the  Commission  finds  that  physical  connection  will  not  result  in 
irreparable  injury  that  cannot  be  protected  by  a  differential  charge,  and 
fixes  compensation  to  be  made  by  taking  into  consideration  the  effect 
which  a  connection  will  have  upon  the  business  and  earnings  of  the 
companies  as  well  as  the  cost  of  making  the  physical  connection,  and 
of  performing  the  service  in  the  exchange  of  messages.  Owatonna  v. 
Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.   (Minn.)  P.U.RJ.917C,  566. 

27.  An  enforced  physical  connection  between  the  lines  of  competing 
telephone  companies  is  not  such  a  taking  of  property  as  can  be  justified 
only  under  the  power  of  eminent  domain;  but  is  a  mere  exercise  by 
the  state  of  its  right  of  regulation.  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.)' P.UJL  1017C,  356  (S.  C.  —  Mich. 
— ,  161  N.  W.  240). 

111.  Class  legislation. 

28.  The  exercise,  by  a  Commission,  of  its  statutory  authority  to 
assent  to  a  proposed  sale  of  street  railway  property  resulting  in  a 
consolidation,  is  not  in  violation  of  a  constitutional  inhibition  against 
the  granting  of  special  privileges,  or  of  a  provision  directing  the  legis- 
lature to  provide  by  law  for  the  regulation,  prohibition,  or  reasonable 
restraint  of  common  carriers,  partnerships,  associations,  trusts,  monopo- 
lies, and  combinations  of  capital.  Ex  parte  Birmingham  (Ala.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  667  (S.  C.  —  Ala.  — ,  74  So.  51). 

IV,  Denial  of  trial  by  jury. 

29.  An  award  of  reparation  by  a  Commission  to  enforce  the  pay- 
ment of  which  a  suit  must  be  brought  in  a  court  of  competent  juris- 
diction does  not  unlawfully  deprive  the  utility  of  due  process  of  law 
in  depriving  it  of  a  trial  by  jury.  Copeland  Ore  Sampling  Co.  v.  Mid- 
land Terminal  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  182. 

V.  Impairment  of  contr€U!ts. 

a.  In  general. 

Review  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  state  statute  alleged  to  impair 
obligation  of  contract,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  6. 

Charter  authorizing  railroad  to  prescribe  rates  as  affecting  power  of 
Commission  to  fix  mileage  book  rates,  see  Rates,  29. 

30.  A  contract  between  a  city  and  a  railroad  company  requiring 
each  to  pay  one  half  the  cost  of  future  improvements  of  a  subway  cross- 
ing does  not  prevent  the  Missouri  Commission  from  making  a  different 
apportionment  of  the  cost.  Moberly  v.  Pryor  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  425 
(S.  C.  4Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.296). 
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31.  A  railroad  company  can  be  required  to  spot  cars  at  its  terminal 
merely  upon  request  of  the  consignee  so  that  the  contents  can  be 
unloaded  and  be  hauled  by  an  electric  railway,  although  the  electric 
road  has  not  complied  with  provisions  of  the  railroad  charter  requir- 
ing other  carriers  to  contract  for  the  use  of  the  terminal,  since  the 
Public  Utilities  Act,  compelling  adequate  serrice  of  all  public  utilities, 
is  an  amendment  of  the  charter,  and  the  requirement  to  spot  cars  is  not 
a  taking  of  property  without  proper  compensation  nor  an  unlawful  use 
of  terminal  facilities  by  the  electric  road,  but  is  a  duty  owing  to  the 
consignee.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Portland  Terminal  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  43. 

h.  Franchise  contracts, 
1,  Power  to  alter  contract  asserted. 

32.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Colorado  Commission  over  rates  is  not 
affected  by  the  fact  that  the  charges  are  fixed  by  a  franchise  contract. 
Ratner  v.  Denver  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  988. 

33.  A  municipal  franchise  establishing  telephone  rates  does  not  pre- 
vent  the  Illinois  Commission  from  establishing  different  rates  where 
the  state  never  expressly  delegated  power  to  regulate  rates  to  the  mu- 
nicipality.   Re  Mississippi  Valley  Teleph.  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917B,  368. 

34.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  has  power  to  au- 
thorize a  utility  to  charge  higher  rates  than  those  fixed  by  municipal 
franchise.    Frankfort  v.  Utica  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  900. 

35.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  is  not  deprived  of 
its  power,  under  the  Act  of  1910,  to  regulate  telephone  rates  by  a  limita- 
tion in  a  franchise  contract,  with  respect  thereto.  Walton  v.  Walton 
People's  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  774. 

36.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  can  change  rates  fixed  by  municipal 
franchise.    Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

37.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  has  power  to  increase  the  rates 
of  a  public  service  company  notwithstanding  a  franchise  provision  that 
the  rates  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  schedule  specified  therein.  Re 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  923. 

38.  No  unconstitutional  impairment  of  contract  results,  so  far  as 
the  city  is  concerned,  from  a  change,  by  the  state,  of  telephone  rates 
fixed  by  a  municipal  franchise,  where  the  state  never  devested  itself  of 
its  right  to  regulate  rates  of  public  utilities;  since  such  contracts  are 
deemed  subject  to  the  power  of  the  state  to  change  the  rates.  Wood- 
burn  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Or.)  P.U,R.1917B,  967  (S.  C.  82 
Or.  114,  L.R.A.1917C,  98,  161  Pac.  391). 

39.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  approved  rates  for  a  consolidat- 
ed telephone  system  that  were  higher  than  the  rates  fixed  by  municipal 
franchise  for  one  of  the  constituent  companies,  forming  a  part  of  the 
system,  where  the  continuance  of  the  franchise  rate  would  constitute  an 
unjust  discrimination  against  other  towns  similarly  situated.  Re 
Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  956. 

40.  A  municipality  in  granting  to  a  street  railway  a  location  right 
on  a  bridge  on  condition  that  six  tickets  be  sold  for  25  cents,  which 
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rights  axe  confirmed  by  statute,  is  not  exercising  a  proprietary  right  in 
contracting  as  owner  which  will  prevent  the  Massachusetts  Commis- 
sion from  authorizing  the  withdrawal  of  the  tickets,  where  the  statute 
under  which  the  bridge  was  constructed  expressly  provides  that  the 
highway  part  shall  be  a  public  highway,  where  the  location  on  the 
bridge  was  granted  in  the  same  way  as  locations  on  the  public  streets, 
and  where  the  Public  Service  Commission  Act  repeals  all  acts  which 
would  in  any  way  limit  the  powers  of  the  Commission,  and  provides 
that  an  agreement  of  any  common  carrier  entered  into  by  any  require- 
ment of  the  local  authorities  acting  under  delegated  authority  shall 
not  prevent  contrary  action  by  the  Commission.  Re  Bay  State  Street 
R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.  U.R.1917C,  654. 

41.  An  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  created  by  Wash. 
Laws  ^1911,  chap.  117,  requiring  street  railway  passengers  to  be  car- 
ried beyond  the  limits  of  a  particular  franchise,  does  not  impair  the 
obligation  of  any  contract  contained  in  municipal  ordinances  granting 
street  railway  franchises  which  give  the  street  railway  companies  the 
right  to  make  rules  for  the  management  and  operation  of  the  lines, 
"provided  that  such  rules  and  regulations  shall  not  conflict  with  the 
laws  of  the  state'*  and  the  charter  and  ordinances  of  the  city,  since  this, 
by  fair  construction,  means  the  laws  as  they  shall  from  time  to  time 
exist,  and  the  act  creating  the  Commission  and  the  orders  made  by  the 
Commission  are  within  this  description.  Puget  Sound  Traction,  Light, 
&  P.  Co.  V.  Reynolds  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  67  (S.C.  244  U.  S.  674,  61 
ii.  ed.  1326,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  705). 

42.  The  eicercise  by  the  state,  acting  through  a  Public  Service  Com- 
mission, of  its  police  power  over  street  railway  fares  and  transfers,  could 
not  be  precluded  by  ordinances  of  the  cities  of  Seattle  and  Ballard, 
in  the  state  of  Washington,  contractual  in  form,  granting  street  rail- 
way franchises,  where,  under  Wash.  Const,  art.  12,  §  18,  adopted  before 
the  franchises  were  granted,  the  legislature  was  required  to  pass  laws 
ostablishing  reasonable  maximum  rates  for  transportation  of  passengers 
and  freight,  and  to  correct  abuses  and  prevent  discrimination  in  such 
rates,  and  was  empowered  to  establish  a  railroad  and  transportation 
commission  and  define  its  powers  and  duties,  and  by  art.  11,  §  10, 
any  city  containing  a  population  of  20,000  inhabitants  or  more  is  per- 
mitted to  frame  a  charter  for  its  own  government  "consistent  with 
and  subject  to  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  state.*'  Puget  Sound 
Traction,  Light,  &  P.  Co.  v.  Reynolds  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  57  (S.  C. 
244  U.  S.  674,  61  L.  ed.  1325,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  705). 

43.  A  rerouting  of  street  car  lines  which  merely  increases  the  service 
on  some  streets  and  decreases  the  service  on  other  streets,  without 
changing  the  general  direction  of  the  routes,  does  not  amount  to  a 
violation  of  charter  provisions  designating  the  streets  on  which  service 
shall  be  maintained.  Central  Germantown  Ave.  Business  Asso.  v.  Phil- 
adelphU  Rapid  Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.191TO,  982. 

44.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  has  power  to  relieve 
a  street  railway  from  the  necessity  of  complying  with  a  municipal 
franchise  obligation  requiring  operation  of  street  cars  during  the  winter 
months.    Re  Freeport  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  155. 

46.  The  New  York  Commissions  have  power  under  §  49  of  the  Public 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 6. 
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Service  Commissions  Law,  to  increase .  the  rate  of  fare  on  railroads  be- 
yond that  stipulated  in  the  consent  of  the  local  authorities  under  which 
the  right  to  construct  and  operate  it  was  granted ;  since  §  18  of  article 
3  of  the  Constitution,  requiring  such  consent,  does  not  authorize  the 
imposition  of  a  condition  which  would  deprive  the  legislature  through 
the  Commissions  of  the  right  to  exercise  the  power  vested  in  it  by  §  1 
of  the  same  article.  People  ex  rel.  New  York  &  N.  S.  Traction  Co.  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  957  (S.  C.  176  App. 
Div.  869,  162  N.  Y.  Supp.  405). 

46.  The  South  Dakota  Commission  is  reluctant  to  relieve  a  utility 
from  its  obligations  incurred  by  franchise  contract  with  a  municipality. 
Milbank  v.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  371. 

47.  While  the  West  Virginia  Commission  has  power  to  disregard 
franchise  contracts  in  fixing  rates,  it  will  exercise  such  power  with  ex- 
treme caution  so  as  not  to  permit  a  utility  to  violate  its  contract  unless 
it  clearly  appears  that  the  enforcement  thereof  would  either  be  uncon- 
scionable or  result  in  an  unjust  discrimination.  Re  Chesapeake  &  P. 
Teleph.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  965. 

48.  An  electric  utility  cannot,  after  the  expiration  of  ten  years 
from  the  granting  of  its  franchise,  claim  immunity  from  rate  regula- 
tion by  the  state  through  a  Commission  by  virtue  of  a  twenty-five 
year  municipal  franchise  fixing  maximum  rates,  where  the  power  of 
the  municipality  to  cpntract  for  an  electric  supply  was  limited  to  ten 
years,  though  the  municipality  had  power  to  authorize  the  mere  oc-, 
cupancy  of  its  streets  for  a  period  of  twenty-five  years.  Williamston 
V.  Williamston  Illuminating  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

2,  Tower  to  alter  contract  denied. 

See  also  Comhissions,  29. 

49.  Where  an  ordinance  passed  by  a  municipality  pursuant  to  the 
General  Traction  Act  of  1893  (P.  L.  p.  302;  Comp.  Stat.  1910,  p.  6021), 
granting  a  location  of  street  railway  tracks,  contained  a  restriction 
that  the  fare  in  a  stated  territory  shall  be  "no  more  than  6  cents," 
and  such  ordinance  is  accepted  by  the  company,  such  contract  is  binding 
both  upon  the  company  and  the  municipality,  even  though  the  ter- 
ritory covered  by  such  fare  zone  is  partly  outside  the  corporate  limits 
of  the  municipality.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility 
Comrs.   (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917B,  949  (S.  C.  89  N.  J.  L  407,  99  Atl.  396). 

50.  When  a  traction  company  organized  under  the  General  Trac- 
tion Act  of  1893  (P.  L.  p.  302;  Comp.  Stat.  1910,  p.  5021),  obtains  from 
a  municipality  an  ordinance  granting  a  location  of  street  railway  tracks, 
and  accepts  the  same,  a  regulation  of  the  rate  of  fares  contained  there- 
in, if  lawful  and  reasonable,  constitutes  a  contract  between  the  com- 
pany and  the  municipality  which  during  the  life  of  the  franchise  re- 
mains inviolable,  and  it  is'  incompetent  for  the  Board  of  Public  Utility 
Commissioners  to  impose  upon  the  company  an  additional  burden  in 
violation  of  such  contract  respecting  fares.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R. 
Co.  v.  Public  UtiUty  Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917B,  949  (S.  C.  89  N.  J.  L. 
407,  99  Atl.  396). 

61.  An  ordinance  passed  by  a  municipality  pursuant  to  the  General 
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Traction  Act  of  1893  (P.  L.  p.  302;  Comp.  Stat.  1910,  p.  6021),  grant- 
ing  a  location  of  street  railway  tracks,  and  providing  therein  respect- 
ing the  rate  of  fare  that  "no  more  than  6  cents  shall  be  charged  by  the 
company,"  gives  the  company,  when  accepted  by  it,  a  contract  right  to 
charge  a  5-cent  rate,  which  rate  cannot  be  reduced  without  the  consent 
of  the  company.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility 
Comrs.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917B,  949  (S.  C.  89  N.  J.  L.  407,  99  Atl.  395). 

52.  A  street  railway  in  New  Jersey  will  not  be  permitted  to  increase 
its  rates  from  5  cents  to  6  cents  where  it  has  accepted  a  franchise  grant- 
ed by  a  municipality  through  which  it  operates  restricting  the  rate  to 
5  cents.  Re  Northampton,  E.  &  W.  Traction  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
123. 

63.  Contract  obligations  of  the  Detroit  United  Railway  which,  under 
the  authority  of  Mich.  Comp.  Laws  1897,  §  6448,  had  acquired,  with  all 
their  "rights,  privileges,  and  franchises,"  certain  suburban  lines  operat- 
ing under  village  and  township  grants  contractual  in  their  nature,  fix- 
ing the  fares  to  be  charged,  were  unconstitutionally  impaired  by  the 
effect  given  to  the  Detroit  Annexation  Acts  (Mich.  Acts  of  June  16, 
1906,  June  19,  1907,  and  October  24,  1907)  by  a  decision  of  the  highest 
state  court  requiring  reduced  fares  to  be  put  in  force  in  such  annexed 
territory  on  these  suburban  lines,  on  the  theory  that  the  terms  of  said 
village  and  township  grants  had  been  modified  by  the  assent  of  the 
predecessors  of  the  Detroit  United  Railway  to  city  ordinances  for  the 
extension  of  their  respective  lines  in  certain  other  previously  annexed 
territory,  which  contain  stipulations  for  single  fares  and  reduced  rates 
over  the  "entire  route"  or  "any  of  its  lines  in  said  city,"  and  by  the 
subsequent  acquisition  of  these  lines  by  the  Detroit  United  Railway, 
followed  by  its  acquisition  of  the  suburban  lines  in  question.  Detroit 
United  R.  Co.  v.  Michigan  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1010  (S.  C.  242  U.  S. 
238,  61  L.  ed.  268,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  87). 

54.  A  decision  of  the  highest  court  of  the  state  that  reduced  street 
railway  fares  must  be  given  in  the  territory  annexed  to  Detroit  by 
Mich.  Acts  of  June  16,  1905,  June  19,  1907,  and  October  24,  1907,  on 
lines  operated  there  under  village  and  township  franchises  which  had 
theretofore  been  acquired  by  the  Detroit  United  Railway,  under  the 
authority  of  Mich.  Comp.  Laws  1897,  §  6448,  necessarily  gives  effect 
to  the  Annexation  Acts  so  as  to  sustain  a  writ  of  error  from  the  Federal 
Supreme  Co\irt,  where  the  Detroit  United  Railway  contends  that  it  had 
a  right,  under  such  village  and  township  franchises  protected  by  the 
contract  clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  to  charge  a  higher  fare, 
although  the  state  court  rest§  its  decision  upon  the  theory  that  the 
terms  of  such  franchises  had  been  modified  by  the  assent  of  the  prede- 
oessors  of  the  Detroit  United  Railway  to  city  ordinances  for  the 
extension  of  their  lines  in  certain  other  previously  annexed  territory, 
which  contain  stipulations  for  a  single  fare  and  reduced  rates  over 
*^e  entire  route,"  or  over  "any  of  its  lines  in  said  city,"  and  by  the 
sttbeequent  acquisition  of  these  lines  by  the  Detroit  United  Railway, 
followed  by  its  acquisition  of  the  suburban  lines  in  question.  Detroit 
United  R.  Co.  v.  Michigan  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1010  (S.  C.  242  U.  S. 
238,  61  L.  ed.  268,  37  Sup.  Ct.  R^  87. 
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o.  Contrficts  with  consumers, 

1.  In  general* 

65.  A  claim  for  a  free  use  of  irrigation  water  cannot  be  based  on 
an  attempted  reservation  of  such  use,  in  a  conveyance  of  waters  appro- 
priated to  public  use.  Limoneira  Go.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  183  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  162  Pac.  1033). 

66.  A  discriminatory  water  contract,  entered,  into  since  the  adoption 
of  the  California  Constitution  of  1879,  declaring  the  use  of  all  waters 
appropriated  for  sale,  rental,  or  distribution  to  be  a  public  use,  subject 
to  regulation,  may  be  annulled  by  the  Commission.  Limoneira  Co.  v. 
Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  183  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  162 
Pac.  1033. 

67.  A  public  service  corporation  must  charge  a  consumer  the  rate 
to  which  he  is  entitled  according  to  the  tariff  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion, notwithstanding  a  contract  for  a  higher  rate  which  was  to  con- 
tinue from  year  to  year,  Whitcomb  v.  Duquesne  Light  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  979. 

58.  A  contract  relative  to  the  charge  for  water  furnished  for  irri- 
gation must  be  regarded  as  entered  into  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
state  to  regulate  the  rates  to  be  charged  to  water  consiuners,  where  it 
is  separate  and  distinct  from  the  contract  price  of  the  land  and  water 
rights  although  embodied  in  the  same  instrument.  Merriman  v.  Luse 
Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917F,  244. 

69.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  may  disregard  contracts  made  by 
a  water  company  with  its  consumers  in  pursuance  of  its  ordinance  fran- 
chise, although  such  contracts  relate  to  the  installation  and  maintenance 
of  service  connections,  rather  than  to  rates.  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield  Water- 
works &  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  22. 

60.  A  contract  with  consumers  in  one  town  fixing  rates  does  not  pre- 
vent a  natural  gas  company  from  making  an  increase  beyond  that  rate 
in  its  uniform  rate  in  all  towns,  where  not  to  permit  the  increase  in  the 
one  town  would  result  in  discrimination  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  there 
is  no  difference  in  the  cost  of  supplying  the  consumers  in  the  different 
towns.    Re  Montgomery  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C,  924. 

61.  The  fixing  of  rates  by  the  California  Commission  different  from 
those  prescribed  in  service  contracts  does  not  deprive  ratepayers  of 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  or  impair  the  obligations  of  the 
contracts,  in  violation  of  provisions  of  the  state  and  Federal  Constitu* 
tions,  since  the  contracts  are  subject  to  the  reserved  power  of  the  state 
to  alter  or  amend  in  the  exercise  of  the  power  to  regulate  public  utili- 
ties.   Re  Lake  Hemet  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  468. 

62.  The  New  Hampshire  Commission  will  not  nullify  a  contract  en* 
tered  into  in  good  faith  by  a  utility  with  one  of  its  patrons  for  servioe 
under  existing  rates  for  a  term  of  years  where  the  continuance  of  the 
service  under  the  contract  will  not  impair  the  service  to  the  public,  or 
increase  the  rate  to  other  consumers.  Re  Rockingham  County  Light  4 
P.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917F,  24. 

63.  An  agreement  between  a  railroad  company  and  a  legislative  com- 
mittee, that  the  railroad  will  continue  the  sale  of  mileage  books  at  a 
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specified  rate,  does  not  prevent  the  New  York  Commission  from  au- 
thorizing an  increase  in  the  rate, — assuming  that  such  an  agreement 
was  actually  made  and  is  binding  upon  the  company.  Re  Long  Island 
R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1019. 

64.  A  contract  between  an  electric  railway  and  a  shipper,  requiring 
the  latter  to  pay  the  per  diem  charge  which  the  road  is  obligated,  by 
contract,  to  pay  on  steam  railroad  cars  which  it  hauls  to  the  shipper's 
track  for  loading  or  unloading,  does  not  prevent  the  Maine  Commis- 
sion from  determining  the  right  to  make  such  charge,  where  the  con- 
tracts were  made  subsequent  to  the  Public  Utilities  Law  without  ap- 
proval by  the  Commission  as  provided  by  that  law.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  88. 

2,  Contracts  with  tnunMpalities, 

65.  Contracts  between  municipalities  and  a  public  utility,  fixing 
rates  for  service,  whether  for  a  definite  or  indefinite  period,  do  not 
prevent  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  from  regulating  the  rates,  al- 
though such  contracts  were  executed  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
statute  creating  the  Commission.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

66.  A  Commission  order  regulating  street  railway  service  does' not 
impair  the  obligation  of  a  contract  between  a  street  railway  company 
and  a  municipality  with  reference  to  the  operation  of  cars,  since  the 
municipality  cannot  contract  away  any  of  the  police  powers  delegated 
to  it.  Chicago  v.  O'Connell  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  730  (S.  C.  278  111.  591, 
116  N.  E.  210). 

67.  A  general  incorporation  statute  authorizing  municipalities  to 
regulate  rates  for  water,  except  that  rates  should  not  be  so  low  as  to 
prevent  the  utility  from  realizing  a  net  return  of  10  per  cent,  does  not 
confer  upon  a  city  power  to  enter  into  a  contract  that  would  prevent 
the  state  fiom  regulating  such  rates  in  the  future,  nor  prevent  the 
state,  either  directly  or  through  a  Public  Service  Commission,  from  fix- 
ing rates  that  will  produce  a  return  less  than  10  per  cent.  Re  Indian- 
apolis Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  556. 

68.  The  Maine  Public  Utilities  Statute  (Laws  1913,  chap.  129,  §§  31, 
32),  forbidding  unreasonable  preferences  and  declaring  it  unlawful  for 
any  person  or  corporation  to  receive  any  rebate,  discount,  or  discrimi- 
nation in  respect  to  any  service  of  a  public  utility,  is  prospective  in  its 
operation,  and  does  not  invalidate  a  contract  with  a  city,  valid  when 
made,  whereby  a  water  company  agreed  to  furnish  water  for  fire  pro- 
tection at  a  specified  annual  rental  and  after  twenty  years  to  furnish 
such  service  free,  since  to  give  the  statute  a  retroactive  effect  would 
impair  the  obligation  of  contract  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion. Belfast  V.  Belfast  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  313  (S.  C.  115 
Me.  234,  L.R.A.1917B,  908,  98  Atl.  738. 

69.  Rates  are  not  shown  to  be  unlawful,  merely  because  they  exceed 
the  amount  fixed  by  a  contract  between  a  municipality  and  utility 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Maine  Public  Utilities  Law,  requiring 
that  rates  shall  be  reasonable,  "taking  into  due  consideration  the  fair 
value  of  all  its  property  with  a  fair  return  thereon,"  etc.;  especially 
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where  the  city  was  not  expressly  empowered  to  fix  such  rates  by  con- 
tract, and  Ruch  power  as  it  had  to  impose  them  as  a  condition  to  the 
granting  of  a  franchise  was  superseded  by  a  subsequent  act  of  the  leg- 
islature regulating  the  rates  of  the  company,  which  was  itself  super- 
seded by  th'3  Public  Utilities  Law.  Dorman  v.  Belfast  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  824. 

70.  The  power  to  regulate  the  charges  for  public  services  by  mu- 
nicipal corporations  is  the  power  which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution  should  be  exercised  by  the  sovereign  power 
only.  Such  power  is  inherent  in  the  state,  and  is  a  necessary  attribute 
of  sovereignty.  No  specific  authority  having  been  conferred  by  the 
Constitution  upon  cities  to  fix  and  regulate  the  charges  for  gas  in 
municipalities,  the  legislature  had  the  right  to  l^slate  thereon  when- 
ever in  its  judgment  the  public  interest  required  such  action.  The 
power  delegated  to  the  city  of  Pawhuska  to  regulate  charges  for  light 
and  gas  under  §  593,  Rev.  Laws  of  Oklahoma  1910,  was  such  a  grant 
of  power  as  could  be  taken  away  from  said  city  by  the  legislature  and 
conferred  upon  the  Corporation  Commission,  as  was  done  by  chap.  93, 
Session  Laws  1913.  The  order  of  the  Corporation  Commission  estab- 
lishing rates  for  gas  to  be  charged  consumers  in  the  city  of  Pawhuska 
by  the  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Company,  and  requiring  the  installation  of 
meters,  is  a  valid  order  under  said  act,  and  said  order  of  the  Commis- 
sion is  not  repugnant  to  §  15,  art.  2,  of  the  Constitution  of  Oklahoma, 
nor  to  §  10,  art.  1,  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  Pawhuska 
V.  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  226  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  —, 
leOPac.  128). 

71.  The  obligation  of  a  valid  contract  between  a  city  and  a  public 
utility  is  not  impaired  by  a  Commission  order  increasing  rates  pre- 
scribed therein;  since  the  state,  by  a  legislative  grant  of  the  right  to 
make  the  contract,  does  not  devest  itself  of  the  sovereign  power  to  regu- 
late rates,  through  the  agency  of  the  Commission.  Re  City  Water  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

d.  Contracts  hettceen  corporations, 

V 

72.  The  North  Carolina  Commission  has  no  power  to  require  a  diffei- 
ent  and  less  expensive  interlocking  plant  than  that  demanded  by  a  rail- 
road that  permitted  another  railroad  to  cross  its  tracks  upon  the  latter 
agreeing  to  construct  such  interlocking  switches  as  the  former  might 
require,  although  the  Commission  finds  that  both  interlocking  plants 
are  safe  and  adequate  to  protect  the  traveling  public,  unlera  the  en- 
forcement of  the  contract  would  so  burden  the  railroad  as  to  impair  its 
ability  to  discharge  its  public  duties  as  a  common  carrier.  State  ex 
rel.  Corporation  Commission  v.  Seaboard  Air  Line  Co.  (N.  C.)  P.UJL 
1917E,  927  (S.  C.  —  N.  C.  — ,  02  S.  E.  150). 

73.  The  power  of  the  Nebraska  Commission  to  order  physical  con- 
nection between  telephone  lines  is  not  affected  by  contracts  between  the 
company,  whose  duty  it  is  to  make  the  connection,  and  other  companies. 
Williams  t.  Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917A,  901. 
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VJ,  Delegation  of  powers. 

Bee  also  supra,  70. 

Authorizing  adjustment  of  rates  upon  average  cost  of  coal  as  determined 

at  end  of  each  month  as  delegation  of  Commission's  power,  see 

Rates,  133. 

Discussion  of  power  of  state  to  delegate  power  of  authority  to  regu- 
late utilities  to  Commission,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  776. 

74.  Section  7,  art.  18,  of  th^  Constitution  of  Oklahoma,  expressly 
prohibits  the  surrender  by  the  l^slative  branch  of  the  state  govern- 
ment of  the  power  to  regulate  the  charges  for  public  services.  Paw- 
huska  V.  PawhuskaOil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  226  (S.  C.  — 
Okla— ,  166  Pac.  128). 

76.  Conferring  upon  a  PubHc  Service  Commission  authority,  after 
hearing,  to  determine  just  and  reasonable  maximum  rates  for  trans- 
porting passengers  and  freight,  is  not  an  improper  delegation  of  legis* 
lative  power  under  a  Constitution  providing  that  the  general  assembly 
shall  from  time  to  time  pass  laws  establishing  reasonable  maximum 
rates  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  freight.  State  ex  re]. 
Rhodes  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  316. 

76.  The  conferring  of  authority  upon  a  Public  Service  Commission 
to  determine  whether  a  proposed  sale  of  public  utility  property  is  con- 
sistent with  the  interest  of  the  public  is  not  an  unlawful  delegation  of 
legislative  powei.  Ex  parte  Birmingham  (Ala.)  P.U.R.1917C,  667  (S. 
C.  —  Ala.  —,  74  So.  61). 

T7.  A  sti^ute  (Wash.  Laws  1911,  chap.  117),  conferring  upon  a 
Commisaion  the  power  to  promul^te  reeiprocal  demurrage  rules  and 
to  "provide  penalties"  to  be  paid  for  failure  to  observe  them,  is  not  an 
unconstitutional  delegation  of  legislative  power^  so  as  to  render  Com- 
mission rules  made  in  compliance  therewith  invalid;  and  it  is  immater- 
ial that  the  statute  uses  the  term  "penalties,"  where  what  it  does 
is  simply  to  authorize  compensation  in  the  nature  of  liquidated  damages. 
State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Wash.)  P.U.R.1917C,  631  (S.  C.  94  Wash.  274,  162  Pac.  523). 

VII.    Departments  of  governments 

Rule  of  Commission  providing  for  hearing  and  decision  as  invalid  as- 
sumption of  legislative  and  judicial  functions,  see  Commissions,  4. 

78.  The  act  of  a  Railroad  Commission  in  fixing  the  level  at  which 
water  may  be  maintained  by  a  reservoir  company  is  not  an  invasion  of 
legislative  or  judicial  power.  Chippewa  &  F.  Improv.  Co.  v.  Railroad 
Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  743  (S.  C.  164  Wis.  105,  159  N.  W. 
739). 

Vlli.  Police  power. 

Discussion  of  utility  r^ulatlon  as  exercise  of  police  power,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  740. 

70.  The  requirement  of  N.  J.  Laws  1912,  p.  234,  that  street  railway 
companies  grant  free  transportation  to  city  detectives  not  in  uniform 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


88  CK)NSTITUnONAL  LAW,  IX.— CONSTRUCTION  k  EQUIPMENT. 

when  in  the  discharge  of  their  public  duties,  cannot  be  said  to  contra- 
vene United  ^States  Const.  14th  Amend.,  as  being  an  arbitrary  or  unrea- 
sonable exercise  of  the  police  power,— especially  where  the  charter  of  the 
street  railway  company  in  question  was,  under  N.  J.  Const,  art.  4,  §  7, 
p.  11,  and  N.  J.  Laws  1846,  p.  17,  subject  to  alteration,  in  the 
discretion  of  the  l^slature.  Sutton  v.  New  Jersey  (U.  S.)  P. U.K. 
1917E,  682  (S.  0.  244  U.  S.  258,  61  Lu  ed.  1117,  37  Bup.  Ct.  Rep.  608). 

IX.  Interference  with  interstate  commerce. 

80.  A  statute  (S.  D.  Laws  1011,  chap.  207,  §  10,  as  amended  by  Laws 
1913,  chap.  304),  requiring  carriers  to  gire  thirty  days'  notice  of  an  in- 
tention to  cdvance  rates  to  the  State  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners 
by  filing  of  schedules,  and  to  the  public  by  publication,  is  a  reasonable 
regulation,  not  in  conflict  with  any  right  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  to  regulate  rates  within  the  state,  and  should  be  sustained. 
State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  t.  American  Exp.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  471  (S. 
0.  88  S.  D.  227,  161  N.  W.  132). 

81.  The  mere  fact  that  the  language  of  a  Commlssicm  rule  relating 
to  reciprocal  demurrage  charges  is  broad  enough  to  apply  to  cars  or- 
dered for  both  intrastate  and  interstate  commerce  does  not  render  it 
invalid  as  an  interference  with  a  regul&tion  of  interstate  commerce. 
State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Wash.)  P.U.R.1917C,  631  (S.  C.  94  Wash.  274,  162  Pac.  523). 

82.  Article  12,  §  21,  of  the  California  Constitution,  as  it  existed 
prior  to  the  amendment  of  October  11,  1911,  prohibiting  discrimination 
in  transportation  charges,  is  not  invalid  in  its  entirety  because  the 
first  clause  thereof  applies  to  interstate  commerce;  since  the  latter 
clause  relative  to  charges  for  long  and  short  hauls  may  be  construed 
as  being  limited  to  transportation  within  the  state  and  is  complete 
and  unambiguous  in  itself,  and  the  people  in  adopting  the  provision 
may  be  presumed  to  have  attempted  to  correct  the- evils  of  discrimina- 
tion as  far  as  lay  in  their  power.  Southern  P.  Co.  y.  California  Adjust- 
ment Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917C,  489  (S.  C.  237  Fed.  964). 

CONSTRUCTION. 

Of  statutes,  see  Statutes. 

COH8TRUCTIOH  AND  EQUIPMElfT. 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  maintenance  of  railroad  equipment, 

see  Apportionment,  10,  21. 
Power  of  Commission  to  prescribe  conditions  for  constructing  and 

maintaining  high  voltage  transmission  lines  upon  granting  of 

certificate  of  convenience,  see  Cebtificate  o§  Ck>NVENi£NCB  and 

Necessity,  3,  4,  18. 
What  constitutes  building  of  new  telephone  plant  under  Illinois 

statute,  see  Cebtificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessitt,  15- 

16. 
Ability  to  finance  construction  of  railroad  as  requisite  to  certificate, 

see  Certificate  op  Convenience  and  Necessitt,  22. 
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• 

Jurisdictipn  of  Indiana  Commission  over  construction  of  telephone 
lines  outside  of  corporate  limits  of  city  or  town,  see  Commis- 
sions, 7. 

Validity  of  statute  requiring  track  connections  for  interchange  of 
cars  between  railroads,  see  Constitutional  Law,  24. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  electrical  equipment,  see  Depreciation,  18. 

Classification  of  rates  as  affected  by  difference  in  equipment  for 
service,  see  Discbimination,  30. 

Reduced  rates  to  owners  of  equipment,  see  Discbihination,  61,  52. 

Construction  of  the  California  Safety  Law  requiring  reconstruction 
of  electric  and  telephone  lines,  see  Electbicity,  2,  7-9. 

Electrical  construction  generally,  see  Electbicity,  6-20. 

Standards  for  installation  of  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of  gas 
and  steam  companies,  see  Gas,  1. 

Regulating  headlights  on  interstate  train  as  interfering  with  inter- 
state oommerce,  see  Intebstate  Commebce,  15. 

Construction  of  interurban  railway  by  construction  company,  see 
Intebubban  Railways,  4. 

Public  utility  not  to  make  contract  for  supplies  or  construction 
with  concern  in  which  officers  or  directors  have  interests  ex- 
cept after  competitive  bidding,  see  Pubuc  Utilities,  3. 

Adequacy  of  railroad  culvert  required  "to  restore  and  take  care  of 
watercourse,"  see  lUnaoADS,  3. 

Lamps  used  with  pumping  apparatus  as  utilization  equipment  to  be 
charged  power  rate,  see  Rates,  139. 

Issuance  of  securities  for  construction  of  interurban  railroad,  see 
Sbcubity  Issues,  2,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  company  to  complete  con- 
struction of  road  between  points  designated  in  articles  of  in- 
corporation, see  Sebvice,  6. 

Applicant  for  extension  of  service  to  furnish  part  of  equipment,  see 
Sebvice,  76. 

Ownership  and  control  of  meters  and  service  connections  generally, 
see  Sebvice,  107-142. 

Requiring  telephone  subscribers  to  purchase  own  equipment  as  im- 
lawful,  see  Sebvice,  115. 

Acquisition  of  consumer's  equipment  generally,  see  Sebvice,  121, 
122. 

Standards  for  installation  of  electric  services  and  meters,  see  Sebv- 
ice, 127-129. 

Safety  of  electric  equipment  on  consumer's  premises,  see  Sebvice, 
147,  148. 

Purchase  of  consumer's  equipment  upon  change  from  direct  to  al- 
ternating current,  see  Sebvice,  156,  167. 

Postponement  of  construction  of  block  signal  system  and  station 
facilities  during  war,  see  Sebvice,  182. 

Duty  of  railroad  company  as  to  furnishing  equipment  for  shippers, 
see  Sebvice,  212. 

Standards  for  maintenance  of  telephone  equipment  and  lines,  see 
Sebvice,  257. 
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90    CONSTRUCTION  AND  EQUIPMENT— CONSUMER  CHARGE. 

Of  telephone  system,  see  Telephones,  1-3. 

Depreciation  for  equipment  giving  satisfactory  service,  see  Valua- 
tion, 21-24. 

Effect  of  faulty  construction  of  plant  upon  the  ascertainment  of 
original  cost,  see  Valuation,  87,  88. 

Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  of  water  mains  laid  under  gov- 
ernment breakwater,  see  Valuation,  94. 

Consideration  of  rock  excavation  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost 
of  water  system,  see  Valuation,  96. 

Interest  during  construction  as  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation, 
108,  114,  117,  129,  134-144,  176,  178. 

Allowance  for  insurance  during  construction  as  an  overhead  charge, 
see  Valuation,  108,  114,  147-149,  174,  178. 

Taxes  during  construction  as  an  overhead  charge,  see  Valuation, 
108,  113,  114,  117,  145,  146,  174,  176,  178. 

Injuries  during  construction  as  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation, 
113. 

Right  to  capitalize  expense  incurred  in  purchasing  consumer's  elec- 
trical equipment  rendered  useless  by  change  in  servi4ie,  see  Val- 
uation, 230. 

Consideration  of  equipment  not  in  use,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see 
Valuation,  240-276. 

Valuation  of  abandoned  or  disconnected  equipment,  see  Valuation, 
273-276. 

Valuation  of  transformers  and  other  equipment  purchased  from 
consumers,  see  Valuation,  293-298. 

Construction  expense  as  part  of  cost  of  establishing  business,  see 
Valuation,  405. 

Rules  governing  construction  and  mainten€uiee  of  electric  wires  on 
poles  used  jointly  by  two  or  more  parties,  see  Wises  and 
Cables,  2. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  establishment  and  construction  of 
grade  crossings,  Appendix,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  1051. 

Annotation  on  reduced  rates  to  owners  of  equipment,  P.U.R.1917B, 
p.  313. 

Definition  of  consumer  cost  as  used  in  apportioning  revenue,  P.U.R. 
1917D,  p.  559. 

Standards  in  New  York  for  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of  gas 
and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  262. 

Rules  relative  to  design  and  construction  of  watt-hour  meters,  P.U.R. 
1917B,  p.  476. 

Rules  relative  to  meter  testing  facilities  and  equipment,  P.U.R« 
1917E,  p.  36. 

CONSTRUCTION  PERIOD. 

Consideration  of  skill  and  judgment  exerted  during  construotion 
in  fixing  overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,  109. 

CONSUMER  CHARGE. 

See  generally  Rates,  68-79. 
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Review  of  order  determining  priority  of  right  to  water,  see  Appeal 
AjfD  Review,  9. 

Certificate  needed  although  transaction  is  an  exchange  of  com- 
modities  rather  than  sale  to  consumers,  see  Cebtificate  of 
.    Convenience  and  Necessitt,  8. 

Constructing  telephone  line  into  occupied  territory  to  provide  mar- 
ket reports  to,  as  construction  of  new  plant,  see  Cebtifioate 
OF  Convenience  and  Xecessitt,  15. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  landowners  to  perform  water 
right  contracts  with  irrigation  company,  see  Commissions,  23. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  require  removal  of  powder  maga- 
zine by  railroad  to  protect  patrons,  see  Commissions,  33. 

"Per  diem  charge  to  shippers  without  free  time  for  steam  railroad 
cars  hauled  by  electric  railroad  as  within  jurisdiction  of 
Maine  Commission,  see  Commissions,  41. 

Payment  for  telephone  instrument  as  eflfecting  ownership  necessary 
to  effect  a  sale  of  the  line,  see  Consolidation,  Meqoeb,  and 
Sale,  2. 

Rates  below  cost  of  service  for  manufacturing  purposes  when  higher 
rate  is  charged  for  general  use  as  denial  of  constitutional 
right,  see  Constitutional  Law,  17. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  street  railway  company  to  carry  pas- 
sengers beyond  franchise  limits,  see  Constitutional  Law,  18. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  by  contract  between 
utility  and  patrons,  see  Constitutional  Law,  56-71. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  car  as 
relieving  railroad  from  liability  under  California  demurrage 
rules,  see  Damages,  1. 

Right  to  classify  consumers,  see  Discrimination,  28-32. 

Concessions  to  special  classes  of,  see  Discrimination,  33-78. 

Free  telephone  service  to  new  subscribers  as  discriminatory,  see 
Discrimination,  77,  78. 

Preference  to  be  given  to  natural  gas  consumers  in  case  of  shortage 
of  supply,  see  Discrimination,  111. 

Classification  of  subscribers  for  different  rules  of  discount  for 
prompt  payment,  see  Discrimination,  125. 

Discrimination  in  requiring  deposit  from  new  consumers  only,  see 
Discrimination,  130. 

Standards  of  electrical  construction  and  equipment  for  the  protec- 
tion of,  see  Electricity,  12. 

intension  of  telephone  service  to  rnral  subscribert  in  border  terri- 
tory, see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  44. 

Statute  authorizing  city  to  contract  for  water  for  public  uses  as 
authorining  right  to  contract  for  domestic  uses,  see  Munic- 
ipalities, 2. 

Payment  for  service,  see  Payment. 

Unreasonableness  of  requiring  prepayment  of  telephone  charges 
from  rural  subscribers,  see  Payment,  3. 

Security  and  deposits  to  secure  payment,  see  Payment,  19-26. 

Billing  period  for  rural  consumers,  see  Payment,  32. 
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Company  furnishing  water  oniy  under  contract  with  conaumerB  as 
public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  14,  17. 

Flat  water  rate  for  short  term  consumers,  see  Rates,  86. 

Probable  consumption  of  flat  rate  water  consumer  based  on  com- 
parison, see  Rates,  98. 

Block  rates  for  residential  and  commercial  consumers,  see  Eates, 
144,  145. 

Classiflcation  of,  for  purposes  of  fixing  electric  rates,  see  Kates, 
157-160. 

Electric  rates  for  short  term  consumers,  see  Rates,  169. 

Ability  of  consumers  to  bear  the  burden  aa  factor  in  fixing  gas 
rates,  see  Rates,  162. 

Utility  required  to  notify  consumers  of  financial  disadvantage  of 
prepayment  meters,  see  Rates,  164. 

Reduced  interurban  railway  rates  to  school  children  and  working- 
men,  see  Rates,  169. 

Collection  of  excess  fares  from  interurban  railway  passengers  with- 
out tickets,  see  Rates,  180. 

Duty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  that  he  may  purchase  ticket 
at  next  station,  see  Rates,  195b. 

Joint  telephone  rates  for  two  subscribers  having  same  telephone, 
see  Rates,  271. 

Separate  payment  by  water  consumers  in  buildings  supplied  through 
one  connection,  see  Rates,  292. 

Power  of  Commission  to  impose  charge  on  non-patron  landowners 
within  irrigation  district,  see  Rates,  331. 

Reparation  on  account  of  utility's  failure  to  afford  consumers  the 
most  advantageous  rate,  see  Repabation. 

Refusal  to  give  consumer  advantage  of  rider  providing  for  dis- 
count as  ground  for  reparation,  see  Repabation,  2. 

Necessity  that  utility  make  profit  upon  every  consumer,  see  Rs- 
TUBN,  20. 

Not  to  be  charged  more  than  service  is  worth,  see  Retubn,  37-41. 

Utility  not  to  be  required  to  operate  at  a  loss,  although  it  cannot 
serve  consumers  as  cheaply  as  they  can  serve  themselves,  see 
Retubn,  39. 

Payment  of  exorbitant  salaries  to  officers  and  small  dividends  of 
no  concern  to  ratepayers,    see  Retubn,  131. 

Excessive  operating  expenses  as  chargeable  to  stockholders  and  not 
to  rate  payers,  see  Retubn,  134. 

Propriety  of  expenditures  to  erect  building  to  lease  to  manufactur- 
ing concern  which  might  not  otherwise  be  a  patron,  see  Sbcu- 
BiTT  Issues,  24. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  authorize  water  companies  to 
abandon  service  where  residents  have  acquired  vested  rights 
to  service,  see  Sebvice,  27. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  amount  of  water 
furnished  by  utility,  see  Sebvice,  39. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  number  of  telephone 
messages  sent  by  a  subscriber,  see  Sebvice,  40. 
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Consomers'  guaranty  upon  extension  of  serrioe,  tee  Skbvioe,  69,  74, . 
76. 

Duty  of  utility  to  make  extensions  for  consumers  refusing  to  pay 
anything  more  than  regular  rates,  see  Sebticb,  70. 

Applicant  for  extension  of  service  to  furnish  part  of  equipment, 
see  Sebvice,  76. 

Natural  gas  company  upon  abandoning  service,  to  refund  to  con- 
sumers money  expended  in  procuring  fixtures,  etc.,  see  Serv- 
ice, 88. 

Duty  of  patron  to  obey  rules  and  r^^lations  although  not  sign- 
ing contract  for  service,  see  Servick,  100. 

Requiring  consumer  to  sign  contract  as  a  condition  of  service,  see 
Sebvice,  102. 

Right  of  utility  to  require  consumer  to  purchase  stock  or  certificates 
as  condition  to  service,  see  Service,  105,  106. 

Separate  stop  cock,  waste  cock,  and  curb  box  for  each  consumer, 
see  Service,  107. 

Innocent  consumer  not  to  be  cut  off  from  service  because  of  violation 
of  rules  by  other  tenants  of  the  building,  see  Service,  109. 

Ownership  of  meters  and  service  accessories  g^ierally,  see  Service, 
110-120. 

Acquisition  of  consumer's  equipment,  see  Sbbvjoe,  121,  122. 

Consumers  to  provide  meter  boxes,  see  Service,  126. 

Liability  for  injury  to  meters,  see  Service,  130-132. 

Charge  for  turning  on  water  turned  off  at  consumer's  request,  see 
Service,  137. 

Safety  of  electric  equipment  on,  see  Service,  147,  148. 

Purchase  of  equipment  by  utility  upon  changing  from  direct  to 
alternating  current,  see  Service,  156,  157. 

Agreement  between  a  utility  and  consumers  relative  to  the  quality 
of  gas,  see  Service,  164. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  give  preference  to  domestic  con- 
sumers in  case  of  shortage,  see  Service,  178. 

Shipper  to  be  furnished  with  information  as  to  cars  furnished  other 
shippers,  see  Service,  179. 

Number  of  subscribers  on  rural  telephone  line,  see  Service,  267. 

Preference  to  existing  consumers  in  the  purchase  of  surplus  water 
for  irrigation  purposes,  see  Service,  305. 

Notice  to  consumers  of  intention  to  shut  off  water  supply,  see 
Service,  307-309. 

Capitalization  of  meters  installed  by  consumers,  see  Valuation, 
214. 

Right  to  capitalize  expense  incurred  in  purchasing  consimier's 
electrical  equipment  rendered  useless  by  change  in  service,  see 

VALUATIOlf,  230. 

Consideration  of  service  connections  paid  for  by,  see  Valuation, 

289-292. 
Method  of  determining  value  of  consumers'  electrical  equipment, 

see  Valuation,  293-298. 
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Subscribers'  deposits  considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital, 

see  Valuation,  323,  324. 
Interest  on  consumer's  deposits  considered  for  working  capitaj,  see 

Valuation,  324. 

Bules  in  New  Hampshire  providing  for  number  of  telephone  sub^ 
scribers  on  a  line,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  677. 

OONSIJMPTIOH. 

Probable  consumption  of  fiat-rate  water  consumer  based  on  com- 
parison, see  Rates,  98. 

OONTIHGEHOIES. 

Allowance  for,  in  depreciation  fund,  see  Depbeoiation,  48. 

Extra  allowance  in  return  for  contingencies  in  case  of  baggage 

transfer  company,  see  Retubn,  59. 
Allowance  for,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  108,  114, 

115,  117,  150-159,  174,  178. 
Allowance  for,  in  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  319. 

CONTINITOUS  SERVICE. 

Of  electricity,  see  Service,  149-161. 

CONTRACTORS. 

Release  Of  contractor  from  hard  bargain  for  elimination  of  grade 

crossing  under  New  York  statute,  see  Cbossinqb,  16. 
Contractor's  profits  as  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  168-172. 

CONTRACTS. 

Review  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  state  statute  alleged  to  im- 
pair obligation  of  contract,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  6. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  enforce  contract  for  apportion- 
ment of  operating  expenses,  see  Apportionment,  2. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  determine  disputed  water  right 
on  application  to  approve  contracts,  see  Commissions,  17. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  enforce,  see  Commissions,  21-23. 

Power  of  Commission  to  construe  contracts,  see  Commissions,  24- 
26. 

Policy  of  Commissions  relative  to  granting  relief  from  franchise 
obligations,  see  Commissions,  27,  28. 

Charter  obligation  of  seller  with  respect  to  rates  for  servioe  as 
affecting  rights  of  purchaser,  see  Consolidation,  Meroeb,  and 
Sale,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  made  by  utility,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  30-73. 

Impairment  of  contracts,  see  Constitutional  Law,  30-73. 

Provision  in  conveyance  of  land  fixing  irrigation  rates  as  affecting, 
power  of  state  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  58, 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  made  between  utilities, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  72,  73. 
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Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  to  telephone  company  for 
induction  from  high  voltage  transmission  line,  see  Damages,  2. 

Power  of  Commission  to  determine  existence  of  contract,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 10. 

Contract  for  water  for  fire  protection  aa  annual  hydrant  rental 
with  provision  for  free  service  after  twenty  years  as  valid  at 
common  law,  see  Discbimination,  41. 

Special  contracts  to  large  consumers,  see  Discbimination,  62. 

Contracts  between  utilities  affecting  right  to  operate  high  voltage 
line,  see  Electbicity,  16. 

Estoppel  from  questioning  validity  of  contract  to  furnish  city  water 
supply,  see  Estoppel,  1. 

Validity  of  municipal  contract  granting  franchise  to  water  com- 
pany, see  Fbanchises,  6-9. 

For  switching  service,  see  Intebcobporate  Relations,  8,  9. 

Terms  of  contract  as  determining  character  of  shipment  as  inter- 
state,  see  Intebstate  Commebce,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  agreement  between  utilities  rela- 
tive to  the  furnishing  of  service  in  particular  territory,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  8. 

Statute  authorizing  city  to  contract  for  water  service  for  public 
uses  as  including  right  to  contract  for  domestic  uses,  see  Mu- 
nicipalities, 2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  contract  for  additional  compensa- 
tion upon  municipal  acquisition  of  plant,  see  Municipal 
Plants,  3. 

Public  utility  not  to  make  contract  for  supplies,  or  construction 
with  concern  in  which  officers  or  directors  have  interests  ex- 
cept after  competitive  bidding,  see  Public  Utilities,  3. 

Company  only  rendering  service  under  contract  as  public  utility, 
see  Public  Utilities,  14,  17. 

Reduced  rate  based  upon  an  agreed  value  of  the  property  for  tax- 
ation not  approved,  see  Rates,  4. 

Approval  of  contract  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  be- 
tween two  utilities  as  affecting  power  to  r^ulate  rates  and 
service,  see  Rates,  10. 

Approval  of  contract  for  street  lighting,  see  Rates,  53,  54. 

Presumption  of  reasonableness  of  rates  fixed  by,  see  Rates,  124. 

Restriction  in  contract  with  United  States  government  as  increas- 
ing permissible  return,  see  Return,  70. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  California  Commission  of  contract  for  ex- 
tension ot  service,  see  Service,  16. 

Right  of  tenants  in  apartment  houses,  upon  discontinuance  of 
electric  service  to  building,  see  Service,  81. 

For  service,  see  Service,  100-104, 

Agreement  between  a  utility  and  consumers  relative  to  the  quality 
of  gas,  see  Service,  164. 

Persons  exchanging  irrigation  rights  for  stock  in  company  to  have 
contract  other  than  stock  certificates,  see  Service,  176. 
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96  CONTRIBUTED  PROPERTY— CORDWOOD. 

Effect  of  agreement  between  competing  telephone  companies  as  to 
territory  to  be  served  by  each  when  passing  upon  extension  of 
telephone  service,  see  SfiBViCEy  264. 

Contract  fixing  rates  as  defense  to  action  against  city  to  recover 
rates  established  by  Commission,  see  Tsial,  5. 

Capitalization  of  earnings  under  advantageous  contracts,  see  Valu- 
ation, 53. 

Contract  price  for  constructing  ext^ision  as  measure  of  value,  see 
Valuation,  84. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  417-419. 

1.  That  a  contract  for  a  municipal  water  supply  was  ultra  viret 
as  to  the  municipality  does  not  relieve  the  water  company  from  fulfil- 
ling its  agreement,  since  the  defense  of  ultra  vires  is  available  only  to 
the  party  whose  acts  are  claimed  to  be  ultra  vires.  Belfast  v.  Belfast 
Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1017A,  313  (S.  C.  115  Me.  234,  L.R.A.1917B, 
908,  98  Atl.  738). 

2.  In  a  rate  proceeding,  the  California  Commission  will  allow,  under 
the  head  of  fixed  capital  and  of  maintenance  and  operating  expenses, 
only  such  amounts  as  may  be  found  to  be  just  and  reasonable  without 
any  reference  to  any  alleged  exclusive  or  other  contract  between  the 
utility  whose  rates  are  being  investigated  and  any  other  corporation, 
association,  or  perscm.  Re  Southern  California  Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  989. 

CONTRIBUTED  PROPERTY. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  285-288. 

COHTROIi. 

What  constitutes  control  through  stock  ownership  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Intebcxhipobatb  Relations,  1. 

CONVENIEirCE. 

See  Certificate  or  Convenience  and  Necessity. 

CONVERTERS. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  electric  synchronous  converters  in 
building  of  gas  and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  266. 

COOKING. 

Electric  rate  for,  see  Rates,  140. 

COPPER. 

Tables  showing  sags  of  copper  conductors  for  situations  of  hazard, 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  886. 

COPPER  ZONE. 

Copper  zone  system  of  street  railway  rates,  see  Rates,  268. 

OORI>WOO]>. 

Rule  requiring  loading  of  cars  ta  full  capacity,  see  Sbbvicb,  214. 
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COftPORATB  BVSniBSS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commissioii  to  interfere  with,  see  SfeCUSTrr  Issues, 

3,  9. 

OOBFOHATIOH  COMMMSIOK. 

See  Commissions. 

COHPORATIOH8. 

See  {generally  Public  Uttlities. 
See  also  Fobugn  Cobpobations. 
Illegal  corporation  not  entitled  to  certificate  of  convenience,  see  Clot- 

priFicATE  or  Convenience  and  Necessity,  24,  25. 
Transfer  under  New  Jersey  statute  of  majority  of  stock  to  foreign 

holding  company,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  22. 
City  or  county  as  person  or  corporation  under  Florida  Anti-Discrim- 
ination Statute,  see  Discbimination,  39a. 
Powjr  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service  by  utility  as 

affected  by  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporations, 

see  Sebvice,  21. 
Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  approve  lease  of  railroad  to 

corporation  not  authorized  to  operate  it,  see  Sebvice,  25. 
Application  of  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporation  on 

right  of  public  utility  to  abandon  service,  see  Sebvice,  84. 
Undertaking  to  operate  railroad  not  to  abandon  service  although 

operating  at  a  loss,  see  Sebvice,  89. 

COST  OF  COMMODITY. 

Cost  of  commodity,  as  factor  in  fixing  freight  rates,  stfe  Rates,  217. 
^Consideration  of  price  paid  for  commodity  by  distributing  com- 
pany in  fixing  operating  expenses,  see  Retubn,  125,  126. 

COST  OF  DEVELOPMENT. 

See  Development  Cost. 

COST  OF  PRODUCnOH. 

Consideration  of  coat  of  building  railroad  in  different  localities  in 
comparing  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  223. 

COST  OF  REPRODUCTION, 

See  Repboduotion  Cost. 

COST  OF  REPRODUCTION  I.IUM  DEPRECIATION. 

See  REPBODUonoN  Cost  Less  Depbbciatxon. 

COST  OF  SERVICE. 

Rates  below  cost  of  service  for  manvf acturing  purposes  when  higher 
rate  is  charged  for  general  use  as  denial  of  constitutional  right, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  17. 

Municipal  street  lighting  rates  fixed  in  accordance  of  cost  of  serv- 
ice, see  Discbimination,  47. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.—7. 
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98  cx)STS  a>:d  expenses. 

Variation  in  cost  of  seryice  to  large  conaiiiiier  and  uakSl  eMnauuer, 
see  Raxes,  75. 

As  factor  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  90. 

As  factor  in  determining  rates,  see  Ratxs,  114,  119-122. 

As  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing  railroad  rates,  see  RATBSr  ^^ 

Consideration  of  cost  of  operation  in  mountainous  country  in  com- 
paring freight  rates,  see  Rates,  222. 

Ordering  physical  connection  of  telephones  where  oost  of  aervioa  will 
exceed  value,  see  Service,  277. 

C08T8  AKD  EXPENSES. 

Accounting  of  expenditures  for  retirement  of  bonds,  see  Accsoukt- 
INO,  1. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment. 

Commission  order  as  not  denying  due  process  merely  because  ju- 
dicial review  involves  expense,  see  Constitutional  Law,  7. 

Failure  to  allow  more  than^cost  of  water  rights  in  valuation  pro- 
ceeding as  denying  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  12. 

Apportionment  of  costs  of  eliminating  grade  crossing,  see  Cboes- 
INGS,  24-28. 

Classification  of  rates  as  affected  by  difference  in  cost  of  service, 
see  DiscBiiaNATioN,  30. 

Division  of  cost  of  eliminating  electrical  interference,  see  Elec- 
tricity, 18-20. 

Consideration  of  the  comparative  cost  of  furnishing  service  to  a 
single  large  consumer  in  passing  upon  advisability  of  admit- 
ting competition  in  occupied  territory,  see  Monopoly  and 
Competition,  38. 

Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege 
invalidity  of  statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate 
railroad  crossings  and  apportion  costs,  see  MuNiciPALmss,  5. 

Fixed  consumer  expense  and  variable  costs  to  be  included  in  mini- 
mum bill  or  service  charge,  see  Rates,  72. 
"    Cost  of  service  as  factor  in  determining  rates,  see  Rates,  114,  119- 
122. 

Advanced  price  of  materials  and  supplies  as  ground  for  increase 
in  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  208. 

Increased  operating  expenses  as  "emergency"  under  Wisconsin  stat- 
ute, authorizing  Commission  to  suspend  railroad  rates,  see 
Rates,  210. 

Increase  in  steamboat  rates  because  of  high  prices  due  to  European 
war,  see  Rates,  258. 

Operating  expenses,  see  Return,  117-173. 

Surplus,  when  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Sbcurity  Issues,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  allowance  for  costs  and  expenses 
in  effecting  railroad  reorganization,  see  Security  lasuES,  12. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  issues  of  securities  for  e\p  -^ii- 
tnros  outside  the  state,  see  Security  Issues,  16. 

Ownership  of  meters  and  service  accessories  generally,  see  Service, 
110-120. 

Present  value  rather  than  cost  as  rate  base,  see  Valuation,  3. 
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Prices  to  be  used  in  fixing  cost  of  extension,  see  Valuation,  45. 

Allowance  for  overhead  expenses  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valu- 
ation, 108-180. 

Items  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  206-237. 

Operating  expenses  as  elem^it  of  working  capital,  see  Valuation, 
328,  329. 

Cost  of  acquiring  franchise,  see  Valuation,  414. 

COUJiTIXS. 

Apportionment  to,  of  cost  of  eliminating  grade  croBBing>  see  Cboss- 
INOS,  28. 

City  or  county  as  person  or  corporation  under  Florida  Anti-Dis- 
crimination Statute,  see  Discbimtnation,  39a. 

Right  of  utility  to  operate  in  city  under  franchise  granted  by  coun- 
ty prior  to  incorporation  o#  city,  see  Franchises,  3. 

COUFOHS. 

Right  of  utility  to  issue  securities  to  pay  interest  coupons,  see  Se- 
curity Issues,  23. 

Issuance  of  6  per  cent  7  year  coupon  notes  for  replacements  or  re- 
construction, see  Seoubitt  Issues,  33. 

OOIFBTS. 

1.  Staie  eourtBf  1— 3. 
J/.  Wederol  c€urt8f  4,  6, 

Review  of  orders  of  Commissions,  tee  Appeal  and  Review. 

6tope  of  review  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  ^16. 

Gommisfdon  consideration  of  judicial  decisions,  see  Coukissions, 
0,  10. 

Power  of  Commission  to  modify  written  lease  to  comply  with  in- 
tention of  parties,  see  Commissions,  25. 

Jurisdiction  ol  Commission  over  receivers  operating  utilities  under 
direction  of  court,  see  Commissions,  43-45. 

Commission  order  made  after  notice  and  hearing  and  enforceable 
only  by  court  proceeding  as  not  denying  due  process,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  6. 

Commission  order  as  not  denying  due  process  merely  because  judi- 
cial review  involves  expense,  see  Constitutional  Law,  7. 

Order  awarding  reparation  as  d^iial  of  trial  by  jury,  see  Gonstt- 
tutional  Law,  29. 

Conunission  fixing  of  level  for  water  as  invasion  of  power  of,  fee 
Constitutional  Law,  78. 

Prior  court  decision  based  upon  municipal  charter  forbidding  ex- 
ceptional discrimination,  not  controlling  in  construction  of 
Public  Service  Law,  see  Discrimination,  6. 

fioAsonableness  of  orders  of  Commission  not  tested  in  injunction  ac- 
tion where  statute  provides  for  hearing  before  Commission  and 
appeal  to  the  courts,  see  Injunction,  2. 
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Jurisdiction  of  court  not  at  issue  on  application  for  temporary  in- 

junction  against  rate  order,  see  Injunction,  6. 
Service  of  process  on  defendant  in  different  states,  see  Process,  1. 
Rates  fixed  by  ordinance  to  continue  pending  review  of  Commission 

order  by  court,  see  Rates,  51. 
Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  condition 

precedent  to  action  in  courts  where  right  is  dependent  upon  law 

and  not  on  fact,  see  Reparation,  16. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  amount  of  water  tMM 

by  utility,  see  SEBVicn,  39. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  courts  of  action  to  recover  alleged 
overcharges  on  interstate  shipments,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  728. 

J.  State  courts. 

Power  of  state  courts  to  enjoin  rates  higher  than  those  authorized  by 
state  Commission  although  made  to  conform  with  interstate  rates, 
^e  Interstate  Commerce,  23. 

1.  A  state  court  has  jurisdiction,  notwithstanding  the  exclusiveness 
of  Federal  jurisdiction  under  the  Acts  of  June  18,  1910  (36  Stat,  at  L. 
539,  chap.  309,  Comp.  Stat.  1916,  §  993),  and  October  22,  1913  (38 
Stat,  at  L.  219,  chap.  32),  of  suits  "to  enjoin,  set  aside,  annul,  or  sm- 
pend  in  whole  or  in  part  any  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission," of  a  suit  to  enjoin  express  companies  from  putting  into  effect 
special  tariffs  increasing  intrastate  rates,  although  the  answer  8«ts  mp 
as  a  justification  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  di- 
recting such  express  companies  to  remove  an  existing  discrimination 
against  interstate  commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  rates  between 
iSioux  City,  Iowa,  and  South  Dakota  points  than  for  substantially  equal 
distances  between  such  South  Dakota  points  and  five  named  South  Da- 
kota cities,  where  such  answer  does  not  allege  that  all  the  intrastate 
rates  to  and  from  the  five  cities,  which  had  been  advanced,  were  so  ad- 
vanced in  compliance  with  the  order  of  the  Commission,  but  merely 
alleges  that  the  rates  applied  were  those  prescribed  ''for  interstate 
traffic  between  points  within  and  points  without  the  state  of  South 
Dakota,"  and  such  special  tariffs  include  advances  of  rates  between  the 
five  cities  and  many  points  in  the  state  to  which  the  Commission's  order 
did  not  apply.  American  Exp.  Co.  v.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  (U.  S. 
P.U.R.1917F,  45  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1362,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
456). 

2.  The  superior  coiurt,  by  virtue  of  §§  22  and  23  of  article  12  of 
the  California  Constitution,  and  §  67  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act  can- 
not question  any  provision  of  the  statute,  so  far  as  germane  to  the 
subject  of  regulation  and  control  of  public  utilities,  or  render  any 
judgment  that  will  interfere  with  the  Commissioners  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  official  duties,  and  It  is  therefore  without  power  to  enjoin 
a  railway  company  or  its  directors  from  granting  free  transportation 
as  required  by  the  statute,  or  to  restrain  the  Railroad  Commission 
from  prosecuting  violations  of  the  provisions  of  the  statute  \dth  respect 
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to  such  transportation.     Sexton  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Ca  (CaL> 
P.U.R.1917B,  786  (S.  C.  173  CaL  760,  161  Pac.  748). 

3.  The  district  court  has  power  to  grant  a  temporary  injunction 
to  suspend  an  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  regulatin{j[ 
train  service  pending  final  determination  of  an  action  to  review  such 
order  by  virtue  of  a  statute  <Mont.  Laws  1907,  chap.  37;  Rev.  Codes, 
$§  4363-4399),  c<mferring  upon  the  court  general  jurisdiction  to  review 
orders  of  the  Board,  provided  "that,  until  the  final  decision  in  any 
such  action,  the  classification,  rate,  regulation,  or  order  of  the  Board 
affecting  rates  or  charges  shall  be  deemed  to  be  final  and  conclusive; 
and  provided,  further,  that  in  any  action,  hearinf^,  or  proceeding  in  any 
court,^  the  classification,  rate,  toll,  charges,  regulations,  and  orders 
made,  fixed,  and  established  by  said  Board  shall  prima  facie  be  deemed 
to  be  just,  reasonable,  and  proper,*'  since  the  proviso  as  to  the  con- 
clusiveness of  the  Board's  order  until  final  judgment  refers  to  rates 
only.  State  ex  rel.  Bd.  of  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  District  Ct.  (Kont.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  884  (S.  C.  63  Mont.  229,  163  Pac.  116). 

II.  Federal  cour^. 

Duty  of  Commission  to  follow  method  of  apportionment  passed  upon  by 
Federal  Supreme  Court,  see  Appobtionment,  1. 

Estoppel  of  receiver  to  bring  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin  enforce- 
ment of  state  rate,  see  Estoppel,  3,  4. 

Receiver's  action  in  mandamus  in  state  court  not  such  adequate  remedy 
in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunction  suit  in  Fed* 
eral  court,  see  Ikjunctio.n,  3. 

4.  A  Federal  court  having  acquired  jurisdiction  of  the  pvoperty  of 
a  satnffi]  gas  eompa^iy  operating  as  a  unit  in  three  states,  and  having 
temporarily  turned  over  the  property  in  one  state  to  a  state  receiver, 
on  the  ground  of  priority  of  action,  and  having  subsequently  appointed 
him  receiver  of  the  property  in  the  two  other  states,  in  order  that  it 
could  be  operated  under  a  single  management,  has  juri8diGik>n  of  the 
receiver's  Federal  suit  to  enjoin  confiscatory  rates  fixed  or  threatened 
to  be  fixed  by  state  Commissions.  Landon  v.  Public  Utilities  Commis^ 
sion  (Fed.)  P.r.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234  Fed.  152). 

5.  A  Frderal  court  has  jurisdiction  under  the  Kansas  Public  Utili- 
ties Act  (Laws  of  1911,  chap.  238,  §  21 ),  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  a 
confiscatory  rate  fixed  by  the  Kansas  Commission  for  natural  gas  piped 
from  an  adjoining  state,  without  determining  whether  the  gas  is  an 
avticle  of  interstate  commerce,  or  whether  the  receiver  of  the  company 
is  engaged  in  interstate  commerce.  Landon  v.  Public  Utilities  Commis* 
sion   (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120  (a  C.  234  Fed.  152). 

CRANES. 

Water  cranes  to  meet  municipal  sprinkling  requirements,  see  Serv- 
ice, 304. 


Return  of  deposit  when  consumer  establishes  his  cvedit  or  ceases  to 

be  a  patron,  see  Payment,  25. 
Allowance  of  working  capital  (o  provide  for,  see  Valuation?,  315- 

318. 
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CBfiDITOBS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  interfere  with  adjustment  of  creditors' 
claims  on  railroad  reorganization,  see  Sbcubitt  Issues,  12. 

Adequate  extensions  of  service  superior  to  riglits  of  creditors,  see 
Sebvice,  62. 

CREEP. 

Rules  f 01  determination  of  creep  in  electric  watt-hour  meters,  P.tJ.R. 
ldl7E,  p.  360. 

CREWS. 

Running  through  cars  over  connected  lines  without  change  of  erews, 
see  Service,  232. 

CROPS. 

Irrigation  rates  for,  see  Rates,  184, 185. 

CROSS  BUX. 

To  enjoin  order  fixing  rates,  see  Pleadino,  6k 

CROSSIKGS. 

/.  Jurisdiction,  pwverSj  and  duties  of  Commission,  I^'IB. 

a.  In  general,  1—4. 

b.  Control  over  highways,  5—^. 
e.  Over  private  crossings,  P. 

d.  Over  eliminaUon  of  grade  crossings,  10^19. 

e.  Over  division  of  cost  of  eliminating  grade  erossings, 

//.  Grade  crossings,  17^2S. 
«•  Rrotection  at,  17,  IS, 
h.  Elimination  of,  10^-98, 

c.  Division  of  cost  of  elimination,  24-^8^ 
in.  ^rHfOte  crossings,  29,  80. 

Abstract  of  cases  relative  to  construction  of  pipe  lines  under  rail- 
road tracks,  Afpendhc,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  1093. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  construction  of  wires  and  cables 
across  railroad  tracks.  Appendix,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  1158. 

nihiois  rules  for  construction  of  wires  at  crossings,  P.U.R.1917A, 
p.  857. 

Annotation  on  construction  of  crossings,  P.IT.R.1917F,  p.  551. 

/.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission, 
a.  In  general. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  receiver  to  improve  gtmtiM^ 
see  CouuituuovB,  48. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  oyer  crossings,  P.n.R. 
1917E,  p.  87;  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  553. 
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1.  The  permission  of  tlie  Oregon  Commission  is  not  required  for  the 
mere  alteration  or  improvement  of  a  highway  crossing  over  a  railroad 
track.    Re  County  Ct  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917E,  86. 

2.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  power  under  §  50  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  to  require  the  widening  of  a  subway  crossing, 
although  the  crossing  was  established  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  law. 
Moberly  v.  Pryor  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  425  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  296). 

3.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  construc- 
tion of  a  proposed  grade  crossing  where  the  territory  in  which  it  is 
located  was  annexed  to  a  city  alter  the  petition  had  been  filed  but 
before  it  had  been  passed  upon.  New  Castle  v.  Ft.  Wayne,  C.  &  L. 
R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1M7B,  380. 

4.  The  California  Commission  did  not  act  in  excess  of  ita  jurisdic- 
tion in  prescribing  the  manner  in  which  a  railroad  company  would  be 
permitted  to  construct  its  tracks  across  the  streets  of  a  city  without 
requiring  as  a  prerequisite  to  the  grant  of  such  authority  that  the 
company  obtain  a  franchise  from  the  city,  although  a  franchise  may  be 
necessary  for  the  extension  of  the  tracks  across  the  streets;  it  appear- 
ing that  the  order  was  prospective  in  its  terras,  and  did  not  assume  to 
enumerate  all  of  the  conditions  that  were  necessary  to  enable  the  com- 
pany to  build  the  crossing.  San  Jos4  v.  Railroad  Commission  (CaL) 
P.U.R.1917B,  689  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  53  Cal.  Dec.  727,  —  Pac.  — )• 

h.  CcnH^l  over  highfways. 

5.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  a  railroad 
craipaBy  to  grade  and  p^nk  a  new  street  not  opened  up  for  travel 
MVMs  the  tracks.  Munstmr  y.  Pittsburg,  C.  C.  ib  St  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.UJL1917F,  477. 

6.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  of  an  appeal  from 
ike  action  of  a  town  board  of  trustees  req^iring  a  railroad  company  to 
open  certain  itreets  to  the  uniform  width  of  60  feet  across  the  railroad 
ri^t  of  way.    Re  Hobart  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917A,  888. 

7.  The  Missouri  Commission  can  grant  permission  to  construct  a 
pablic  road  at  grade  across  a  railroad  track  before  the  right  of  way 
for  the  highway  has  been  condemned  and  before  proceedings  are  had  to 
establish  the  highway.  Lilboum  Special  Road  Dist.  v.  St.  Louis  & 
a  F.  R.  do.  (Mo.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.19nB,  315. 

8.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  no  power  to  require  a  railroad 
to  erect  an  overhead  crossing  for  a  street  over  tricks,  where  there  is  a 
question  whether  the  street  has  been  abandoned,  since  such  question  is 
one  for  the  courtr  to  determine.  Greentop  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  tt  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.  5»). 

e.  Over  private  crossings. 

9.  The  Kew  Hampshire  Commission  has  jurisdietion  to  require  a 
railroad  to  provide  a  privt^te  crossing  for  a  landowner  whenever  neces- 
aaryt  although  no  mention  was  made  of  a  crossing  in  the  proceedings 
to  assess  damages  to  th^,  landowner  for  the  railroad  right  of  way  across 
the  land;  since  it  must  be  assumed  that,  in  the  absence  of  any  mention 
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of  a  crossings  damages  were  awarded  the  owner  upon  the  condition  that 
he  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  statute  requiring  the  railroad  to  pro- 
vide a  suitable  crossing  as  his  needs  might  require,  and  not  that  dam- 
ages were  awarded  upon  the  theory  that  the  landowner  was  to  have  no 
crossing,  and  that  he  was  paid  for  this  deprivation  by  the  amount  of 
damages  fixed.  Yeaton  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
617. 

d.  Over  elimination  of  grade  crossings, 

10.  The  Oregon  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  eliminatkm 
of  grade  crossings,  although  it  has  power  to  prererit  the  construction 
thereof.    Re  County  Road,  No.  664   (Or.)  P.U.R.1917A,  88. 

11.  Sections  17,  22,  and  23  of  article  12  of  the  California  Consti- 
tution, together  with  the  Railroad  Commission  Act  of  1911  atid  the 
Public  Utilities  Act  passed  thereunder,  vest  jurisdiction  in  the  Com- 
mission, to  the  exclusion  of  a  city,  of  a  proceeding  to  compel  railroads 
to  rearrange  track  layouts,  to  eliminate  railroad  grade  eroesings  and 
the  crossing  of  tracks  by  tracks,  and  to  adjust  related  matters  affeiet- 
ing  proper  passenger  and  freight  service  by  railroads  operating  in  the 
city  only  as  part  of  their  general  operation  elsewliere,  as  well  as  to 
require  union  passenger  and  freight  depots  in  the  city,  notwithstand- 
ing that  the  city  is  empowered  by  its  charter  to  extend  highways  across 
tracks  and  "to  regulate,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution 
.  .  .  the  construction  and  operataon  of  raUronds,"  and  that  §  6  of 
art.  11  of  the  Constitution  authorizes  the  city  to  make  and  enforce  regu- 
lations in  r^pect  to  municipal  affairs;  since  the  first-named  charter 
provision  is  not  relevant  to  the  issue;  and  since  the  other  provision  re- 
lates to  ''municipal  affairs,*'  while  the  proceeding  relates  only  to  ''state 
affairs."    Municipal  League  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1«17A^  48«. 

12.  The  regulation  of  state  railWay  crossings  over  city  highways  is  a 
state  rather  than  a  municipal  affair,  so  as  to  give  the  California  Com- 
mission jurisdiction,  under  §  43  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act,  to  require 
such  railways  to  establish  viaducts  or  subways  and  street  crossings  ii%*^ 
a  city  having  exclusive  control  over  its  streets.  Civic  Center  Asso.  v. 
Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1017E,  697  (8.  a  —  Cal.  — ,  68 
Cal.  Dec.  846,  —  Pac.  — ). 

e.  Over  division  of  cost  of  eihninating  grade  crosMngs. 

Power  of  Missouri  C<fmmi88ion  to  pass  upon  validity  of  statute  authori^ 
ing  apportionment  of  cost  of  a  crossing,  see  Commission  s»  16. 

Contract  between  city  and  railroad  relative  to  division  of  subway  cross- 
ing expense  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  B^ke  a  different 
apportionment,  see  Constitutional  Law,  30. 

Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege 
invalidity  of  .statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate  railroad 
eroaaings  And  apportion  costs,  see  Munxcipalitibb,  6. 

13.  Failure  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act  to  provide  definite  process,  to 
bring  a  municipality  before  the  Commission  at  a  hearing  to  prescribe 
the  method  of  constructing  a  railroad  crossing  over  a  highway  or  to 
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provide  for  an  examination  into  the  rights  of  the  municipality  does  not 
deprive  the  Commission  of  power  to  acquire  jurisdiction  of  the  munici- 
pality for  the  purpose  of  imposing  liability  for  a  portion  of  the  cost  of 
eliminating  a  grade  crossing,  where  the  municipality  had  notice  to  ap- 
pear, and  had  an  opportunity  to  be  heard  and  to  have  the  Commission's 
order  reviewed, — especially  where  the  Commission  had  established  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  as  it  is  authorized  to  do,  and  had  given  notice 
in  compliance  with  its  rules,  and  it  appeared  that  the  municipality 
actually  appeared  and  wks  heard.  San  Jos^  v.  Kailroad  Commission 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  689  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  53  Cal.  Dec.  727,  —  Pac.  — ). 

14.  The  California  Kailroad  Commission,  upon  authorizing  a  rail- 
road to  construct  its  tracks  across  a  city  street,  has  power  to  require 
the  city  to  bear  a  portion  of  the  expense  of  separating  the  grades,  where 
the  city  has  surrendered  its  control  over  public  utilities  to  the  Commis- 
sion as  provided  in  §  23  of  article  12  of  the  California  Constitution. 
San  Jos«  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  689  (S.  C.  — 
Cal.  — ,  53  Cal.  Dec.  727,  —  Pac.  — ). 

15.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  power  to  apportion  the  cost  of 
installing  and  maintaining  a  public  road  at  grade  across  a  railroad 
track,  under  the  statutory  authority  ( Public  Service  Commmission  Law, 
§  50),  to  prescribe  the  terms  and  condition  of  the  construction  of  the 
crossing.  Lilbourn  Special  Boad  Dist.  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Mo. 
Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917B,  316. 

16.  To  approye  a  claim  for  additional  compensation  for  grade  crossing 
work,  in  order  ta  relieve  the  contractor  from  a  hard  bargain  due  to 
the  fact  that  a  source  of  material  upon  which  he  had  relied  had  failed 
him,  would  be  an  abuse  of  diseretion,  so  far  as  the  state  and  munici- 
pality, which  together  bear  one  half  of  the  expense,  are  concerned, — 
assuming  that  the  Commis^Mi  had  the  power  or  discretion  to  approve 
such  a  modificatioR  of  the  agreement;  it  appearing  that  the  contractor 
had  knowledge  of  the  facts  before  beginning  the  work,  and  merely  noti- 
fied the  railroad  company  that  he  would  expect  additional  compensation ; 
and  it  is  immaterial,  so  far  as  the  state  and  municipality  are  con- 
cerned, that  the  railroad  company  is  willing  to  pay  its  share  of  the  ad- 
ditional compensation  asked  for.  Re  Mahoney  t  Swanson  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  904. 

/I.  Grade  crosHnga, 

Discussion  of  effect  of  railroad  crossing  highways  at  grade  on  ap- 
plication for  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  P.U.R.1917A,  p. 
295. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  establishment  and  construction  of 
grade  crossings,  Appendix,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  1051. 

a.  Protection  at. 

Power  of  North  Carolina  Commission  to  disregard  contract  between 
•     utilities  relative  to  character  of  interlocking  plant,  see  CONsniu- 
TioNAL  Law,  72. 
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Abainct  of  cases  dealing  with  protection  and  safety  devices  at  cross- 
ings, Appendix,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  1069. 

Annotation  on  protection  of  grade  crossings,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  553. 

Annotation  on  safety  devices  at  grade  crossings,  P.U.R.1917D,  p. 
383. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  of  expense  of  constructing  highway 
crossings  and  providing  for  safety  devices  at  crossings,  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  246. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  of  cost  of  new  interlocking  crossing 
plant,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  554. 

17.  The  Illinois  Commission  established  rules  for  the  operation  of 
railroad  motor  cars  at  grade  crossings  relative  to  audible  signals,  speed, 
an4  headlights,  effective  July  X,  1917.  Re  Rules  for  Operating  Rail- 
road Motor  Cars  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  726. 

18.  The  Illinois  Commission  by  general  order  requires  flagmen  at 
grade  crossings  to  use  a  16-inch  disc  having  the  word  "stop"  painted 
thereon  as  a  warning  signal  to  public  traffic,  and  that  crossing  gai;es 
should  be  painted  with  alternate  diagonal  stripes  of  black  and  white. 
Re  Safety  Devices  at  Grade  Crossings  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  379, 

h,  ElintinaUon  of. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  elimination  of  grade  crossings,  Ap- 
pendix, P.U.R.1917A,  pp.  1062,  1063. 

Annotation  on  elimination  of  grade  crossings,  P.UJl.l917F,-p.  553. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  of  cost  of  eliminating  grade  crossings, 
P.U.R.1917F,  p.  44. 

19.  A  Commission  is  not  justified  in  ordering  tke  aholiiion  of  a 
grade  crossing,  where  tiie  municipal  avthorities  were  not  made  parties 
to  the  proceeding  until  after  the  testimoiiy  had  Men  takoi,  and  no 
notice  was  given  to  adjaeent  property  owners,  and  no  adequate  plans 
showing  the  detail  of  the  proposed  improvement  or  the  approadumte 
cost  thereof  were  presented.  Price  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U^. 
1917F,  647. 

20.  A  Commission  is  not  justified  in  ordering  changes  at  a  grade 
crossing,  where  no  real  dangerous  conditions  are  shown*  and  such 
changes  would  not  actually  eliminate  the  grade  crossing,  but  would 
only  act  as  a  municipal  improvement  opening  up  new  sections  of  the 
city  to  building  operations.  Price  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  547. 

21.  That  an  interurban  railway  is  improfitable  will  not, of  itself  re- 
lieve it  from  substituting  a  viaduct  for  a  dangerous  grade  crossing, 
although  such  fact  may  be  considered  in  apportioning  the  expense. 
Rossman  v.  Interurban  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917A,  234. 

22.  An  interurban  railway  may  be  required  to  substitute  a  viaduct 
for  a  grade  crossing  which  has  become  more  dangerous  through  the 
advent  of  automobiles,  although  the  crossing,  at  tiie  time  of  its  con- 
struction, reasonably  complied  with  the  statute  (Code  §  2017,  and 
amendments)  requiring  the  restoration  of  highways  to  their  proper 
condition.    Rossman  v.  Interurban  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917A,  234. 

2^  A  railroad  will  not  be  required  to  erect  an  overhead  crossing 
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for  a  street  over  tracks,  where  it  appears  that  the  ^ea^er  part  of  the 
street  has  not  been  used  by  the  public  since  the  railroad  was  built,  that 
such  nonuser  has  been  accompanied  by  acts  of  private  parties  wholly 
inoonsistrat  with  the  rights  of  the  public,  and  that  such  acts  render  the 
crossing  inaccessible  to  the  public.  Green  top  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.UJL1917C,  42  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  522). 

e.  DivUUm  of  eo9t  of  elimination. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  apportion  coat  of  eliminating  grade  croes^ 

ings,  see  supra,  13-16. 
Unprofitable  operation  of  railway  considered  in  apportioning  expense  of 

eliminating  grade  crossing,  see  supra,  21. 
Missouri  statutes  relative  to  apportionment  of  cost  of  railroad  crossing, 

see  Statdtss,  4. 

24.  The  expense  incurred  in  relocating  the  pipes  of  a  water  company 
when  eliminating  a  highway  grade  crossing  forms  no  part  of  the  cross- 
ing expense,  since  public  service  corporations  are  required  at  their  own 
expense  to  rearrange  their  structures  in  a  public  highway  to  conform 
with  the  grade  as  ordered.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
41. 

25«.  A  town  is  mod  liable,  under  the  New  York  statutes,  for  any  por- 
tion of  the  expense  of  the  building,  within  its  limits,  of  the  approach  to 
a  highway  crossing  over  a  railroad  track  where  the  crossing  itself  is 
wholly  within  another  town.  People  ex  rel.  Scarsdale  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  240  (S.  C.  220  N.  Y.  1,  114  N.  B. 
1050). 

26.  The  cost  of  improring  a  subway  crossing  railroad  tracks  may 
be  required  to  be  borne  Ir  both  the  city  and  railroads,  rather  than  by 
the  railroad  alone.  Moberly  v,  Pryor  (Mo.)  P,U,R.1WIB,  425  Ca  C 
'^  Mo.  P.  8*  C.  R.  296). 

27.  The  apportionment  to  a  road  district  of  part  of. the  cost  of  in- 
stalling and  maintaining  a  public  road- at  grade  across  a  railroad  track 
is  not  prevented  by  the  fact  that  damages  may  be  awarded  to  the  rail- 
road company  in  condemnation  of  a  right  of  way  for  the  road,  since 
a  motion  may  be  made  to  modify  the  apportionment  of  cost  if  any 
part  be  adjudged  to  be  a  part  of  the  damages  on  condemnation.  Lilbourn 
Hpecial  Road  Dist  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  PiA.  Service  Com.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  315. 

28.  The  cost  of  substituting  a  viaduct  for  a  grade  crossing  was 
divided  equally  between  the  interurban  railway  and  the  county.  Ross- 
man  V.  Interurban  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.UJL1917A,  234. 

Iff.  Private  eroseinge. 

Abstract  of  eases  dealing  with  farm  crossings  AFncsnix,  P.U.R. 
1017A,  p.  1676. 

29.  A  railroad  will  be  required  to  provide  a  temporary  private  cross- 
ing over  iia  traeks,  rather  than  a  permanent  crossini^  to  enable  a  land- 
owner to  remove  timber  from  a  tract  of  land  that  will  not  be  cultivated 
after  the  wood  and  timber  has  been  removed — with  leave,  however,  to 
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tlie  landownef  to  apply  for  a  permanent  crossing  if,  under  changed 
conditions,  it  should  develop  that  such  a  crossing  is  necessary.  Teaton 
V.  Boston  A  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  617. 

30.  A  railroad  company  cannot  require  as  a  condition  to  installing 
a  private  crossing  over  its  tracks  that  the  landowner  sign  a  contract 
agreeing  to  indemnify  the  railroad  against  liability  for  injury  by  rea- 
son of  the  crossing,  where  the  statute  requires  the  railroad  company  to 
furnish  necessary  crossings  for  landowners.  Yeaton  v.  Boston  &  M.  R. 
Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  617. 

CROWDED  CARS. 

During  rush  hours,  see  Service,  246-248. 

CULVERTS. 

Apportionment  of  maintenance  of,  see  Appobtionment,  18. 
Adequacy  of  railroad  culvert  required  ''to  restore  and  take  care  of 
watercourse,"  see  Railroads,  1. 

CURB. 

Rules  of  New  Jersey  Commission  as  to  service  eoanectioii  from  main 
to  curb,  see  Service,  289. 

CURB  BOX. 

Separate  curb  box  for  each  consumer,  see  Service,  107. 
Fee  for  turning  off  water  at  curb  box,  see  Service,  139. 

CURRSKT  PRICES. 

Consideration  of,  in  ascertaining  value  for  purpose  of  purchase  and 
sale,  see  Valuation,  99,  103. 

CUSTOM. 

Discriminatory  rate  as  not  justified  by,  see  Discriki!7ATI0N,  65. 
Effect  of  custom  to  change  intrastate  shipment  to  interstate  ship- 
ment, see  Interstate  Commerce^  1. 

CUSTOMERS. 

See  Ck)N8UMERS  and  PATROIfS. 

CUT-OUT. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  cut-outs  and  similar  attachments  on  wood  poles 
carrying  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.UJL1917C, 
p.  950. 

Rules  govemifig  installation  of  electrie  service  equipment  in  New 
York,  First  District,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  440. 
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BAMAOBS. 

I.  In  general,  i. 
II.  Jurisdiction,  power,  and  duties  of  Commission,  2,  8. 

/«  In  generaim 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment,  68. 

For  taking  of  land  for  railroad  right  of  way  awarded  on  condition  that 
landowner  should  have  private  crossings  if  necessary,  see  Cboss- 
ING8,  9. 

Right  of  railroad  to  require  indemnity  against  injury  as  a  condition  for 
constructing  a  private  grade  crossing,  see  Crossings,  30. 

High  tension  lines  injuring  other  lines  by  induction,  see  Electbicitt, 
16. 

Sufficiency  of  complaint  against  service  without  showinj^  special  dam- 
ages, see  Pleading,  1. 

Allowance  in  operating  expenses  for  recurrence  of  damage  from  extra- 
ordinary storm,  see  RirruBN,  168, 169. 

Liability  for  injury  to  meters,  see  Service,  130-132. 

During  conitniotion  as  oyerhMid  expense,  see  Valuation,  118. 

Annual  allowance  for  damages  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  ValitXtioiv, 
118. 

Consideration  of  severance  or  other  damages  in  fixing  value  of  railroad 
lands  for  rate  making,  see  Valuation,  309. 

1.  The  tendering  of  gondola  cars  to  a  shipper  of  wood,  although  he 
prefers  flat  cars  because  of  the  difficulty  and  expense  of  loading  gondola 
cars  and  of  objections  to  them  by  his  customers,  relieves  the  railroad 
of  liability  to  pay  him  any  reparation  under  §  C  of  rule  13,  Car  De^ 
murrage  Tariff  No.  2-E,  C.  R.  C.  No.  7,  requiring  the  carrier  to  make  a 
per  diem  payment  to  the  shipper  for  cars  ordered  but  not  placed,  it  ap- 
pearing that  there  is  an  unprecedented  car  shortage,  that  other  shipper!  ^ 
of  similar  products  accept  gondola  cars,  and  that  the  railroad  made  a 
bona  fide  efiort  to  obtain  fiat  cars.  Tsamas  v.  Northwestern  P.  R.  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  722. 

II.  Jurisdiction,  power,  and  duties  of  CommiSSkHu. 

Power  of  Conunission  to  regulate  utility  operations  and  construction 
to  avoid  injury  to  adjoining  land  owners  and  the  public,  see  Com- 
missions, 30-33. 

Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  for  refusal  of  utility  to  extend 
contract  service,  see  Pbocedube,  4. 

2.  The  Iowa  Commission  cannot  award  damages  to  a  telephone  com- 
pany for  induction  from  a  high-voltage  transmission  line  constructed 
without  complying  with  an  agreement  with  the  telephone  company,  unM 
for  the  cost  of  changing  the  plant  to  avoid  induction,  since  the  Oommis- 
sion  is  not.  bound  by  the  contract,  afld  because,  even  if  the  contract 
were  considered,  power  to  enforce  it  is  only  in  the  courts.  Re  Scmmer 
Light  ft  P.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  613. 
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3.  The  Missouri  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to'  award  dam- 
a^^  for  an  injury  arising  from  the  unwarranted  discontinuance  of  serv- 
ice.   Roach  y.  Danciger  &  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  144. 

DAMS. 

Appeal  from  order  granting  right  to'  erect  dam,  see  Appeal  aud 

Review,  4. 
Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  regulate  level  of  water  in  dam, 

see  Commissions,  20. 
Rights  of  flowage,  see  Watebs  and  Wateb  Rights,  1,  2. 

DATUGHT  SAVING. 

Loss  of  revenue  by  electric  company  in  proposed  daylightTsa^rinf 
legislation,  not  considered  in  fixing  return,  see  Rstubn^  12. 

DSAD  ENDS. 

In  water  mains,  see  Sebvici,  301. 

DEATH. 

Horse  dying  after  date  of  valuation,  tee  VALUATioir,  281. 

DEBTS. 

Power  of  Commission  to  interfere  witii  adjustment  of  creditors^ 
claims  on  railroad  reorganization,  see  SBOtTBirt  Ibbites,  12. 

Floating  and  unfunded  debt  considered  in  valuation,  see  Vai^uation, 
63,  66,  67. 

DBGAT. 

As  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  DBPtECiATiON,  7. 

DBOBIIBSR. 

Results  from  test  period  during  November  and  December  as  evidenee 
upon  issue  whether  railroad  rates  are  confiscatory,  see  Rates, 

93. 

DECISIOXS. 

Rule  of  Commission  providing  for  hearing  and  decision  as  invalid 
assumption  of  legislative  and  judicial  functions,  see  Commis- 
sions, 4. 

DECREASE  IN  BATES. 

Increase  in  use  from  decrease  in  rates  as  factor  to^be  considered 
in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  123,  126. 


£ight  to  reserve  use  of  irrigation  water  in  conveyance  of  Tvmters 
afvpropriated  to  public  use,  see  Constitutional  liAw,  55. 

Provision  in  conveyance  of  land  fixing  irrigation  rates  as  affecting 
power  of  state  to  regulate  rates,  see  Coif  8T1T(Jteoxai.  I^w,  68. 
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BEFliNSliS. 

Contract  fixing  rates  as  defense  to  action  against  city  to  recover 
rates  established  by  Commission,  see  TbUx^  6. 

SElTCtTS. 

See  Losses. 

mfiFIHITEirESS. 

Order  requiring  through  rates  not  invalid  because  of  indefinitenesSy 
see  Obdehs,  1. 

DEFIHITIOH. 

Of  ''necessity,"  see  Ocbtificatb  of  CoxvKNiEzrcE  AJXD  Nbokssitt, 

21. 
Of  depreciation,  see  Dkpbeciatton,  6. 
Of  fair  return,  see  Retuut,  1,  2. 
Of  overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,  108. 
Of  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  315-318. 
Of  going  value,  see  Valuation,  355. 


Of  going  value,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  594. 
Of  depreciation  cost,  P.U.R.1917D,  p. 


p.  625. 

DBLAT. 

Delay  in  delivery  of  freight  as  violation  of  order  of  Commission 
as  not  excused  by  congestion  of  traffic,  see  Sebvicb,  180. 

msLEQATiam  or  powe&s.. 

Generally,  see  Constitutional  Law,  74-77. 

Authorizing  adjustment  of  rates  upon  avwage  cost  of  coi^  as 

determined  at  end  of  each  month  as  delegation  of  Commission's 

power,  see  Ratbs,  133. 

DEIi^HQUEHT  COM8U1IEB8. 

Discrimination  in  refusal  of  service  to  delinquent,  see  Discbdci- 

NATION,  124. 
Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  see  Pati^knt,  17,  18. 
Refusal  to  pay  arrears  for  service  as  ground  for  refusing  service, 

see  Sesvicb,  271. 

DEUVERT. 

Of  perishable  goods  by  express  company,  see  SfeBVioe,  191. 
Delay  in  delivery  of  freight  as  Violation  of  order  of  Commissioil  as 
not  excused  by  congestion  of  trattc,  see  GtaVlCB,  180. 

DEKAHD  RAYBS. 

For  Electricity,  see  Rates,  144-150. 

DEMUBItAOE*     •  -  • 

Certiorari  to  review  order  dirediug  rattroads  to  enfonee  demurrage 
rules,  see  Cebtiobabi,  2.       ' 
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Authorizing  Commission  to  establish  demurrage  rules  and  |NP^i4e 
penalties  for  their  enforcement  as  unconstitutional  delegation 
of  legislative  jpower,  see  Constitutional  Law,  77. 

F^t  that  rule  is  broad  enough  to  apply  to  interstate  cars  as  affect- 
ing- its  validity  with  reference  to  intrastate  cars,  s^^a  Coimti-h 
TUTiONAL  Law,  81. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  car  as 
relieving  railroad  from  liability  under  Caliiomia  damjurrage 
rules,  see  Damages,  1. 

Failure  to  collect  demurrage  in  some  cases  as  unlawful  discrimi- 
nation, see  Discrimination,  87. 

Rules  construed  as  applicable  to  interstate  commerce  only,  see  lir- 

TEBSTATE  COMMEBCB,  13, 

Charges  for,  see  Rates,  244,  245. 

DEMUBBER. 

Sufficiency  of  complaint  on  demurrer,  see  Pleading,  2. 

DEPABTM EIIT8  OF  GOVEBNMEKT. 

Commission  fixing  of  level  for  water  as  invasion  of  legislative  or 
judicial  power,  see  Constitutiomal  Law,  78. 

DEPABTMEMT8  OF  UTHJTT. 

Apportionment  between  different  departments  of  utilities,  led  IB^' 
POBrrONMSNT,  56-70. 

DEPOSIT. 

Discrimination  in  requiring  deposit  from  new  consumers  only,  see 

DISCBIMINATION,  130. 

As  security  for  payment  of  bills,  see  Payment,  19-25. 

Deposit  to  insure  repairing  and  safety  oi  meters,  see  SmncB,  133- 

136. 
Subscribers'  deposits  considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital, 

see  Valuation,  323,  324. 

DEPOTS. 

See  Stations  and  Stops. 

DEPBECIATIOM. 

J.  In  generQlf  1— d. 
II.  Poujer  of  Commission,  4,  S. 
HI.  Elements  of  depreciation ,  6,  7. 
IF.  Depreciation  of  overheads  and  labor,  8—iO. 
V.  Effect  of  accrued  depreciation  on  valuaf^mnm 
VI.  Computation  of,  ll^^ll. 

a.  Methods  generally,  It,  12. 
h.  Straight  line  or  sinking  fundf  IS'^ll. 
Vll.  Bate  of  dcpreoiationf  IS-^l. 
a.  Baggage  transfer,  IS. 
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e*  Gmm  plant,  i97. 

#.  Nmimria  90*9  »B*^a. 

/.  Telephone  piani,  a4f^l. 

g.  Watmttorks,  49-^6%. 

1,  Of  entire  plant,  4;3-5a. 

2.  Of  particular  units,  64^61. 
VIII.  Funds  or  reserves,  Wt  69* 


I.  In  0eneraik 


Accounting  procedure  m  respect  to,  aee  Accounting,  6. 

Confiscaiion  in  mAe  not  providing  for  depreciation,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  20. 

Right  to  defer  recoastruetion  under  Cfdifornia  Safety  Law  until  neces- 
sary from  depreciation,  see  £l£ctbicity,  7. 

Stockholder  as  not  proper  party  to  ccnnplain  against  failure  to  provide 
for  depreciation,  see  Pabties,  5. 

Belation  to  be  observed  in  rate  making  between  accrued  and  accruing 
d^reciatioB,  see  Ratks,  1. 

As  factor  to  be  considered  in  rate  making,  see  Rates,  91. 

Dividends  to  be  declared  only  after  adequate  depreciation  reserve  has 
been  provided,  see  RxTiWN,  81. 

Allowance  for,  as  proper  operating  ezpoises^  see  Retubn,  128. 

Future  depreciation  as  factor  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  20. 

Definition  of  depreciation  and  of  various  terms  used  in  computing 
it,  P.U.R.1917D,  pp.  624-626. 

Definition  of  term  ''annual  depreciation  amount,"  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  626. 

Definition  of  term  "annual  depreciation  per  cent,"  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  626. 

Definition  of  service  condition  per  cent,  P.tJ.R1917B,  p.  274. 

Discussion  of  necessity  of  providing  for  depreciation,  P.U.R.1917F, 
p.  159. 

Annotation  on  necessity  of  providing  for  depreciation,  P.U.R.1917E, 
p.  544. 

Discussion  of  necessity  of  providing  for  depreciation  reserve  instead 
of  paying  out  surplus  earnings  in  the  form  of  dividends,  P.U.R.1917F, 
p.  871. 
_  -  1.  A  utility  is  entitled  to  rates  sufficient  to  provide  for  a  reserve 
to  offset  depreciation  and  to  make  renewals.  JRe  Kansas  City  Electric 
Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

2.  A  telephone  company  having  no  depreciation  fund  for  rebuild- 
ing rapidly  deteriorating  lines  should  petition  for  an  increase  in  in- 
sufllelent  rates  and  eff eet  eeoaomies  on  a  high-operating  e;cpense.  Re 
iVanksville  Telejph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1017A,  270. 

S.  A  railroad  company  is  noti  entitled  to  make  a  charge  for  annual 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 8. 
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depreciation  where  it  appears  that  the  moneys  expended  in  gtsading,  ia' 
the  purchase  of  new  ties  and  rails,  in  Uie  ctonstmetion  at  new  attd  better 
bridges,  trestles,  and  culverts,  and  of  new  fetuses,  in  building  and  re- 
building station  houses  and  other  strnoinres,  and  upon  tk6  fiiaed  prop- 
erty in  general,  have  been  sufficient  to  restore  ourreml  depreciation  and 
to  keep  the  property  up  to  an  unusdally  high  standard  of  ofici^ncy  and 
condition.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  t.  Fellows  (Fod.)  P.U.R.1»17B,  523  (S.  C. 
236  Fed.  387). 

II.  Potcer  of  CdmmU^Um, 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  portion  of  bond  issue  to  be  used  to 
make  good  expenditures  charged  to  depreciation  reserve,  see  Seou- 
BiTT  Issues,  15. 

4.  The  District  of  Columbia  Commission  is  required  by  statute  to 
ascertain  and  determine  what  proper  and  adequate  rates  of  dopreslation 
of  utility  property  are,  and  utilities  are  required  to  conform  their  de- 
preciation accounts  to  such  rates  as  are  ascertained  and  determined  by 
the  Commission.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
563. 

6.  A  Public  Service  Commission,  withovt  taking  an  independent 
proceeding  against  the  utility  in  which  it  is  given  notioe  and  an  oppor- 
tunity to  defend  itself,  has  no  power  to  require,  as  a  condition  to  au- 
thorizing the  issue  of  bonds,  that  the  utility  change  its  system  of  ac- 
counting and  put  its  depreciation  charge  upon  some  other  basM  than 
that  adopted  by  It,  where  it  was  entitled  under  the  law  to  fix  its  own 
rule  or  rate  of  depreciation.  People  ex  rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co. 
V.  Straus  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  672  (S.  C.)  r-  App.  Div.  --,  166  N.  Y. 
Supp.  196). 

III.  Elements  of  depreciation. 

6.  Depreciation  may  be  broadly  defined  as  the  lessening  in  Worth 
of  any  article  by  wear  And  tear,  by  the  action  of  the  elements,  hf 
supersession  through  improved  devices,  by  insufficient  capacity,  or  by 
other  similar  and  divers  causes,  physical  depreciation  representing  that 
portion  of  the  value  which  has  gone  from  an  article  by  reason  of  use 
or,  exposure  to  the  elements,  and  functional  depreciation  comprising 
lessening  in  value  becai^se  of  progress  in  the  arts  requiring  more  efficient; 
appliances  of  larger  capacities.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

7.  In  valuing  a  public  utility,  inadequacy  and  obsolescence  must 
be  considered,  as  well  as  age,  decay,  and  inadequacy  of  maintenance. 
Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

IFt  Depreciatitm  of  overheads  and  tahor^ 

8.  Overhead  expenses  nuiy  be  depreciated  to  estimating  the  repro* 
duction  cost  less  depreciation  of  a  utility^  in  so  far  as  they  represent 
tangible  items  of  cost,  and  to  the  extent  that  they  attach  directly  to 
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plant  vflitt.     Re  KausM  City  Electric  Li^^t  Co.   (Ho.)   P.U.R.1917C, 
728. 

0.  Ib  ascertaining  the  reproduction  coat  new  toss  aecrned  depre- 
ciatioft  of  a  street  railway,  im>  allowance  was  made  fo^r  depreciation  as 
to  a  large  portion  of  overhead  charges,  on  the  ground  that  most  of 
them  would  not  arise  on  r^roduction.  Re  Withington  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  410. 

10.  Allowance  must  be  made  for  the  depreciation  of  the  labor  en* 
tering  into  cottBtmction  of  a  street  railway  property  purchased  at  a 
Fsoeiver^  sale^  as  well  as  for  t^e  materials,  in  ascertaining  the  repro- 
doetion  coat  new  leas  aecnied  depreciation.  Re  Withington  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1#17B,  410. 

F.  Effeeft  of  accrued  depreciation  en  i^aluation. 

Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  in  fixing  value,  see  Valuation, 
11-24. 

R^roduction  cost  less  depreciation  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valu- 
ation, 32,  33,  47-60. 

Allowance  for  imearned  accrued  depreciation,  see  Valuation,  353,  354. 

Consideration  of  depreciation  annuity  in  municipal  aoqubition  valu- 
ation, see  Valuation,  106. 

VI*  C&mp%aation  of, 

a.  Mei^de  generally* 

Discussion  of  methods  of  determining  depreciation,  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  624. 

Annotation  on  methods  of  computing  depreciation,  P.U.R.1917E,  p. 
545. 

'  11.  The  depreciation  of  a  utility  should  be  ascertained  by  inspection 
of  the  units  and  by  consideration  of  surrounding  conditions,  as  well  as 
by  the  use  of  mortality  tables.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.It.l917D,  277. 

12.  In  arriving  at  the  amount  of  aocmied  depreciation  of  the  property 
of  a  tekphone  company  for  an  entire  state,  the  Colorado  Commission 
reject^  the  inspection  >  method,  and  approved  the  result  reached  by  a 
combination  of  the  age  and  Hfe  method  and  the  inspection  method;  the 
lives  assigned  to  the  depreciable  property  being  in  each  case  based  upon 
the  actual  conditions  established  as  reasonable  for  the  case,  rather  than 
depreciation  rates  made  use  of  in  other- caaes.  Re  Mountain  States 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

h.  Straight  line  or  einking  fund, 

Disoassidn  of  calculation  of  annual  depreciation  annuity  on  sink- 
ing fund  basis,  V'M.^iniD,  p.  627: 

Discussion  of  choice  between  "straiifht-line  to  minimum  condition 
per  cent''  aad  '^sinking'  fund''  methods  of  ooraputing  depreciation, 
RU.R.l^l'rC,  p*  999. 

13.  Accrued  depreciation  may  be  cemputedl  oa  the  8traight4iiie  metli- 
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od  in  a  rate  yaltiation.     Moritz  v.  £4i»on  Ekotric  Illumiaatuig  G6» 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

14.  The  deereaae  in  value  of  utility  property  is  best  obtained  by 
finding  its  percentage  condition,  where  that  is  posttUe,  and,  wh«re  it 
is  not  possible,  by  depreciating  it,  on  the  bafiis  of  the  age  and  assumed 
life  of  the  individual  items,  by  the  straight-line  rather  than  the  sinking- 
fund  method.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.B.1917B,  679. 

16.  In  ascertaining  the  present  valne  «f ,  utility  propwty  for  rate 
making,  the  sinking-fund  method  of  estimating  aecrued  depreciation 
should  not  be  anployed,  where  it  would  gm  values  in  excess  of  those 
represented  by  the  actual  physical  condition,  especially  where  the  com- 
pany has  not  been  consistent  in  employing  such  method  in  providing 
for  accruing  depreeiati<m.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  I^|ht  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

16.  The  annual  depreciation  of  an  electric  plant  was  fixed  at  about 
half  way  between  a  straight  line  and  a  4  per  cent  sinking-fund  allow- 
ance.   Croty  V.  Tomah  Electric  &  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  439. 

17.  In  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  annual  depreciation  rates  were 
tentatively  adopted  on  the  straight-line  basis,  with  the  proviso  that 
upon  a  study  of  the  company's  experience  these  might,  at  a  later  date, 
be  somewhat  modified  so  as  to  lie  between  a  straight-line  and  4  per 
cent  sinking-fund  rate.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  563. 

VII.  Rate  of  depreciation. 
Annotation  on  amounts  allowed  for  depreciation,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  545. 

a.  Baggage  transfer. 

18.  A  baggage  transfer  company  was  ordered  to  conform  its  depre- 
ciation accounts  to  the  following  rates  of  depreciation,  based  on  the 
cost  of  reproduction  new;  land,  no  depreciation;  build iqgs,  2  per  cent; 
electrical  work  and  other  equipment,  4.24  per  cent;  furniture  and  fix- 
tures, 10.82  per  cent;  electric  trucks,  10  per  cent;  electric  battaries, 
40  per  cent;  garage  equipment,  4.58  per  oent;  wagons,  wagon  fixtures^ - 
busses,  buggies,  and  baggage  trucks,  5.50  per  cent;  horses*  8.19  per 
cent;  harness  and  harness  material,  12.93  per  cent.  Re  Union  Transfer 
Co.   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917A,  ffiJ6. 

h.  Electric  plant. 

Effect  of  rapid  depreciation  on  amount  of  return  of  electric  company, 
see  Return,  66. 

19.  The  annual  depreciation  charge  for  an  eleetnc  Ugk^  and  pewer 
plant  was  fixed  at  3  per  cent.  Commercial  Chib  v«  IDevre  Haute*  I.  A 
K  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)   P.U.R.19nD,  74*. 

20.  An  annual  allowance  of  3^  per  cent  of  the  rate-making  value  oi 
an  electric  utility  was  made  for  a  depreciation  reserve  in  ^iCftig  rates. 
Re  Kansas  City  Electrie  Light  Co.   <Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C,  72$. 
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21.  An  annual  allowance  of  6  per  cent  for  depreciation  of  an  elec- 
tric utility  was  held  suflleiently  liberal  if  applied  only  to  the  value  of 
physical  property,  excluding  allowances  for  overheads  and  working  capi- 
tal.   Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

22.  An  allowance  of  6  per  cent  for  annual  depreciation  reserve  of 
an  electric  company  was  made  in  fixing  rates,  the  amount  being  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  experts,  not  questioned  by  the  utility,  and 
approved  by  complainants.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1D17D,  202. 

23.  An  annual  allowance  of  6  per  cent  on  the  value  of  the  deprecia- 
ble property  of  an  electric  distribution  company  was  held  sufficient  to 
cover  future  depreciation.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho) 
P.U.R.1917C,  111. 

24.  The  composite  life  of  an  electric  distributing  plant  was  held  to 
be  14.1  years.  Croty  v.  Tomah  Electric  &  T^leph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917 A,  439. 

25.  An  annual  allowance  of  $6,000  with  an  additional  annual  allow- 
ance of  4^  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  all  additions  and  betterments,  to- 
gether with  all  earnings  of  the  fund,  was  held  to  be  reasonable  for 
the  electric  department  of  a  utility.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (8.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  a  R.  113). 

26.  An  annual  allowance  of  $577.17  per  year  was  ordered  set  aside 
for  the  replacement  of  units  of  an  electric  plant,  the  value  of  which 
was  found  to  be  $9,636.  Canyon  City  v.  Consolidated  Electric  Light 
Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917C,  162.  ' 

c.  Gas  plant, 

27.  An  allowance  of  1.67  per  cent  was  made  for  depreciation  of  a 
gas  system  in  determining  the  annual  operating  expense,  the  allowance 
having  been  adopted  by  complainants,  and  not  questioned  by  the  utility. 
Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917B,  SS4. 

d.  Interurban  railways, 

28.  An  allowan^  of  1  per  cent  for  the  annual  depreciation  of  an 
interurban  railway  is  not  excessive^  even  though  $500  per  mile  of  track 
ia  expended  for  maintenance.  Re  Manchester  k  N.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  265. 

e.  Natural  gas. 

Rapid  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plant  as  necessitating  large  return, 
0«e  Return,  32-35. 

29.  The  depreciation  of  a  natural  gas  company  is  more  rapid  than 
that  of  other  utilities.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  577. 

30.  Two  per  cent  was  held  to  be  the  proper  depreciation  account  to 
be  carried  by  a  natural  gas  utility.  Re  Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co. 
(Tnd.)  P.U.kl917B,  300. 

31.  Depreciation  for  a  natural  gas  vtility  was  estimated  at  10  per 


Digitized  by 


Google 


118  DEPRECIATION,  VU.  t 

ceDt  on  the  entire  pbysioal  property  where  a  large  portion  of  the  prop- 
erty had  already  depreciated  50  per  cent,  and  oiher  portions  of  the 
property  do  not  depreciate  at  the  rate  of  10  per  cent  per  annum.  Re 
Osage  &  O.  Co.  (Okhi.)  P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

32.  An  annual  allowance  of  10  per  cent  of  the  preeemi  value  of  a 
natural  gas  system  was  held  to  be  sufficient  for  a  d^reoiation  fund, 
upon  taking  into  consideration  the  value  of  the  recoverable  material, 
that  the  life  of  the  utility  will  be  between  five  and  ten  years,  and  that 
its  land,  in  so  far  as  the  drilling  of  new  wells  is  concerned^  will  be 
finally  developed  within  three  or  four  years,  when  decreased  produc- 
tion will  have  to  be  met,  if  met  at  all,  by  the  purchase  of  gas.  Re 
Chirksburg  Light  ft  Heat  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917A,  677. 

33.  In  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  less  accrued  depreciation 
ot  natural  gas-pipe  lines,  a  deduction  of  33i  per  cent  from  their  repro- 
duction cost,  rather  than  25  per  cent,  was  held  to  be  proper,  in  view 
of  the  facts  that  the  age  of  the  pipe  averaged  from  six  to  fourteen 
years,  and  that  the  average  life  of  wrought  iron  pipe  is  from  twenty 
to  twenty-five  years,  and  of  steel  pipe  from  fifteen  to  twenty  years. 
Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.Ra917A,  577. 

/•  Telephone  plant, 

34.  The  rate  of  depreciation  of  a  telephone  plant  was  fixed  at  4} 
per  cent  of  the  total  valuation  of  the  property.  Re  Tipton  Teleph.  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  209. 

35.  An  annual  allowance  of  5.5  per  cent  is  sufficient  to  cover  accru- 
ing depreciation  of  a  telephone  plant,  a  large  amount  of  which  is  made 
up  of  comparatively  long-lived  equipment.  Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

36.  The  amount  to  be  set  aside  for  depreciation  of  a  telephone  ays* 
tem  having  installed  a  large  amount  of  oonyaratively  long-lived  under* 
ground  equipment  was  fixed  at  5.5  rather  than  7  J  per  ^sent  of  the  oeat 
of  reproduction.  Sparta  v.  Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1017C,  507. 

37.  In  estimating  the  operating  expenses  of  an  interstate  telephone 
company  for  rate  making,  the  Colorado  Commission  allowed  the  com- 
pany to  set  aside  annually  approximately  5.65  per  oent  of  its  invest- 
ment in  depreciable  property,  the  exact  amount  to  be  determined  In 
each  case  by  the  table  of  lives  and  salvage  values  submitted  by  the 
engineer  for  the  Commission.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  A,  Teleg.  Co. 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

38.  An  annual  depreciation  allowance  of  6  per  oent  of  the  repro- 
duction cost  new  of  a  telephone  plant  was  made  in  a  rate  valuation, 
rather  than  7.3  per  cent  claimed  by  the  utility.  Re  Misiiissippi  Valley 
Teleph.  Ca   (111.)   P.U.R.1917B,  368. 

39.  The  annual  depreciation  for  a  small  telejAcme  system  having 
30  village  subscribers  and  198  rural  subscribers  should  not  be  less  than 
6  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  property.  Re  Tamarack 
Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917E,  540. 

40.  An  allowance  of  6  per 'cent,  rather  than  7.31  per  cent|  of  the 
reproduction  cost  new  of  a  telephone  system  was  made  for  annual  de- 
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preeiatioii  in  estimating  the  operating  ezpenBe&    Be  Independent  Teleg. 
ft  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1017A,  658. 

40a.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  rates  of  a  consolidated 
telephone  company,  0  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  was  held  to  be 
a  reasonable  allowance  for  both  maintenance  and  depreciation.  Be 
Kearney  Teleph.  Co.  <  Neb.  y  P.U.R.191 7D,  402, 

41.  The  annual  depreciation  allowance  for  a  town  telephone  ex- 
change line  and  the  rural  plant  was  fixed  at  7  per  cent  for  each.  Be 
Estelline  Teleph.  ft  Electric  Co.  (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1917F,  161. 

g.  Wm$erworlcB^ 

1.  Of  entire  fiatU. 

Apportionment  of  depreciation  of  water  plants  see  Appobtionhknt^  40, 
45,  46. 

Dcpreeiation  on  part  of  municipal  plant  devoted  to  public  fire  protec- 
tion as  charge  to  fire  service,  see  Betubn,  127. 

42.  An  annual  allowance  of  $3,300  plus  an  annual  allowance  of  11 
per  cent  of  the  cost  of  all  additions  and  betterments,  together  with  the 
earnings  of  the  fund,  was  held  to  be  reasonable  for  the  water  depart- 
ment of  a  utility.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  ft  Light  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  B.  113). 

43.  A  water  utility  was  authorized  to  maintain  a  depreciation  fund 
of  A  of  1  per  cent  of  the  present  value  of  its  property  plus  ft  of  1  per 
cent  of  the  annual  additions  thereto,  where  it  appeared  that  the  plant 
was  in  good  physical  condition  and  furnishing  efficient  service,  and 
that  about  one  fourth  of  the  value  of  the  property  was  in  real  estate, 
which  has  a  tendency  to  appreciate  rather  than  depreciate.  Be  Indian- 
apolis Water  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.B.1917E,  656. 

44.  The  annual  allowance  for  depreciation  of  a  gravity  water  sys- 
tem was  fixed  at  a  sum  equal  to  }  of  1  per  cent  of  the  fair  value  of  the 
property.  Ben  Avon  ▼.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.B.1917C, 
390. 

45.  An  allowance  of  1.07  per  cent  for  the  annual  depreciation  of  low- 
prestfUre  and  hlgh>pressiire  systens  was  made  in  fixing  water  rates. 
Be  Kent  Water  ft  Light  Co.   (Ohio)   P.U.RJ017A,  261. 

46.  An  allowance  oi  1)  per  cent  was  made  for  annual  depreciation 
of  municipal  waterworks  in  ascertaining  the  expenses  for  rate  making. 
Wood  V.  La  Farg«  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  763. 

47.  In  a  waterwovks  rate  valuation,  the  annual  depreciation  reserve 
wafl  computed  at  tiie  rate  ef  LI  per  cent  upon  the  cost  value  of  the 
depreciable  property,  in  each  current  year.  Be  Hackensack  Water  Co. 
i^.i.)  P.U.B.1017B,  147. 

48.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  on  the  fuU  value  of  a  water  plant 
was  made  for  depreciation  and  contingencies,  including  the  creation  of 
an  adequate  fund  to  meet  aooidenta  and  poeaible  claims  of  all  sorts. 
BHggB  T.  Peaks  Ishmd  Corp.  (Me.)  P.UJa.l9l7£,  750. 

49.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  on  the  value  of  water  property  was 
made  by  the  Missouri  Commission  for  depreciation  surplus  and  con- 
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tingencies,  in  determining  the  reasonableness  of  rates.    Be  City  Water 
Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

50.  The  depreciation  annuity  of  a  water  system  was  estimated  on 
the  0  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis  on  the  depreciable  property  useful 
in  the  service,  including  the  investment  in  additions  about  to  be  added 
to  the  system.     Re  Murray   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1017C,  621. 

51.  The  sum  of  $9,000,  rather  than  $12,762  claimed  by  the  utility, 
was  allowed  for  the  annual  depreciation  of  a  water  system  having  a 
rate-making  value  of  $1,100,000,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  renewals  have 
been  charged  to  operating  expenses  and  some  of  them  are  reflected  in 
an  allowance  for  repairs,  and  that  the  rat^-making  value  is  less  than 
the  figure  resulting  under  the  reproduction  theory.  Greensburg  v. 
Westmoreland  Water  Co.  <P«.)   P.U»B.1»17P,  478. 

52.  A  water  company  the  fair  value  of  whose  property  for  rate 
making  was  fixed  at  $200,000,  ineluding  an  allowance  ol  $7,000  for 
working  capital,  was  ordered  to  set  aside,  on  a  specified  date,  an  allow- 
ance of  $3,000,  and  thereafter  annually  to  increase  this  by  an  amount 
equivalent  to  $3,000  plus  i  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  all  additions  and 
betterments,  exclusive  of  all  replacements,  made  upon  such  property 
after  a  specified  date,  together  with  all  earnings  of  such  sum  or  sums. 
Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.    (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

53.  In  determining  whether  water  and  sewer  rates  in  a  mining  town 
are  confiscatory,  an  annual  allowance  of  12}  per  cent  for  depreciation 
based  on  an  assumed  exhaustion  of  the  mines  in  8  years  is  too  high, 
where  the  profits  and  such  allowance  would  be  drawn  from  patrons 
using  only  4  per  cent  of  the  capacity;  where  nothing  has  been  col- 
lected for  accrued  depreciation  although  the  company  was  able  to  fix  its 
own  rates;  where  it  does  not  appear  that  the  supply  will  not  be  needed 
for  other  purposes  on  the  exhaustion  of  the  present  market;  where  no 
consideration  is  given  to  salvage;  and  also  for  the  reason  that  a  court 
will  not  speculate  as  to  the  life  of  mines.  Goldfield  Consol.  Water  Co. 
v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  685  (8.  C.  —  Fed. 
— ). 

2.  Of  particular  units. 

54.  Accrued  depreciation  of  water  mains  was  estimated,  in  a  rate 
valuation,  on  the  basis  of  an  assuiaed  life  of  100  years,  where,  on 
account  of  favorable  conditions,  there  had  beea  little  aotual  deprecia- 
tion and  the  date  of  necessary  renewals  by  reason  of  depreciation  was 
remote.     Re  City  Water  Co.   (Mo.)   P.UJL1917B,  624. 

55.  The  present  condition  of  cast-iron  water  mains  of  a  distributing 
system  was  fixed  at  95}  per  cent  after  twenty  yeArs'  uae.  Re  Racine 
Water  Co.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

56.  No  general  rule  can  be  used  to  measure  the  depreciable  life  of 
cast-iron  water  mains,  as  their  life  is  unknown  and  unknowable,  being 
affected  by  the  character  of  the  soil,  the  degree  of  care  exercised  in  lay- 
ing, the  frequency  of  disturbance  by  other  trenehing,  the  kind  of  water 
carried,  electrolysis,  and  other  forces.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis-) 
P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

57.  Liability  of  freezing  will  be  given  little  consideration  in  asccr- 
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taining  the  depreciation  of  water  mains,  where  the  occasi^iid  of  fretsing 
have  been  rare.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

58.  Water  mains  should  be  depreciated  because  of  inadequacy  from 
failure  to  install  mains  of  sufficient  capacity  to  provide  for  the  reason- 
able future  growth  of  a  city,  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  less 
depreciation  of  the  system.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Ww.)  F.UJR.i«17D, 
277. 

59.  The  utility  value  of  a  water  intake  pipe  is  not  to  be  measured 
entirely  by  the  reduction  in  capacity  from  use,  since  an  intake  which 
has  stood  the  test  of  years  and  lost  but  little  in  efficiency  and  has,  by 
experience,  been  danonstrated  to  be  well  conceived,  and  is  known  to  be 
laid  with  engineering  skill,  has  an  added  value  over  a  new  intake  which 
has  not  been  subjected  to  the  test  of  actual  experience.  Re  Racine 
Water  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

60.  No  depreciation  can  be  allowed  for  inadequacy  of  a  24"  water 
pipe  which  must  be  augmented  by  another  intake  in  the  future,  because 
of  failure  originally  to  lay  a  48"  intake,  where  that  intake  exceeds  the 
preeent  demand  and  the  demand  to  be  expected  within  a  reasonable 
future  time;  nor  because  of  failure  originally  to  lay  a  36"  intake  where 
the  investment  for  a  36"  intake,  compounded,  would  greatly  .exceed  the 
coat  of  a  30"  intake^  which,  in  connection  with  the  24"  intake,  will  have 
a  great  advantage  over  one  36"  intake.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.UJtl917D,  277. 

61.  A  water  intake  pipe  cannot  be  depreciated  because  of  future  in- 
adequacy, where  it  will  probably  continue  indefinitely  to  be  property 
used  and  useful,  and  the  time  when  it  will  be  discarded  or  abandoned  Is-' 
pur2  conjecture.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  277.    . 

F///.  Funds  or  reserves. 

Interest  upon  accrued  depreciation  fund  as  an  operating  expense,  see 

Return,  156. 
Surplus,  when  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Security  Issues,  5. 
Inability  to  provide  for  depreciation  reserve,  considered  in  valuation, 

see  Vaj^uation,  83. 
Reinvested  depreciation  fund  as  capital,  see  Valuation,  85. 

62.  A  utility  is  entitled  to  sufficient  income  to  enable  it  to  set  aside 
annually  for  depreciation,  during  the  life  of  the  utility,  a  sum  which 
properly  invested  will  amount  to  the  present  value  of  the  plant.  Re 
Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.   (W.  Va.)    P.U.R.1917A,  677. 

63.  A  oovpany  wkich  has  earned  and  set  aside  as  a  depreciation 
reserve  an  amount  in  excess  of  the  estimated  accrued  depreciation  on 
a  6  per  cent  sinking-fund  basis,  and  has  invested  this  amount  in  prop- 
erty on  which  a  return  is  to  be  allowed,  should  contribute  to  the  de- 
preciation reserve  out  of  the  net  return  6  per  cent  upon  the  estimated 
accrued  depreciation.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  k  £.  Corp.  iCftL)  P.U.R. 
W17F,  717. 
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DETEOTtVlBS. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of 
charge  police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of 
police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  79. 

DBVELOPltEIfT. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  Law  as  not  intended  to  prevent  de* 
Telopment  of  natural  resources  mertly  because  territory  is 
adequately  served  at  a  reasonable  rate^  see  Mon(H*olt  and 
Competition,  6. 

Consideration  of  the  development  of  the  utility  in  fixing  return, 
see  RSTUBN,  IL 

Cost  of  developing  business  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valua- 
tion, 379-383.. 

DEVELOPMEHT  COSTS. 

Allowance  for,  as  going  value,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valu- 
ation, 350-433. 
As  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valuation,  374-383. 

DEVELOPMENT  PERIOD. 

Sale  price  of  securities  issued  during  development  stage,  see  St- 

cuamr  Issues,  56. 
Allowance  as  going  value  of  losses  occurring  after  development 

period,  see  Valuation,  400. 

DEVICES. 

Safety  devices  on  elevators,  see  SnavicB,  148. 
Street  railways  to  stc^  cars  and  establish  safety  devices  at  draw- 
bridges, see  Sebvioe,  230. 

DIRECT  CURRENT. 

Transformers  in  moving  picture  theaters  to  change  alternating  to 
direct  current,  see  Service,  120. 

Change  from  direct  to  alternating  current,  see  Seevioi;  15&-157. 

Right  to  capitalize  etpense  incurred  in  purchasing  consumer's 
equipment  rendered  useless  by  change  from  direct  to  alter- 
nating current  service,  see  Valuation,  230. 

Method  of  determining  value  of  consumers'  electrical  equipment 
upon  changing  from  direct  to  alternating  current,  see  Valua- 
tion, 293. 

DIRECTORIES. 

Notice  in  telephone  directory  of  change  in  telephOBe  vombers  and 
prefixes,  see  SBEVicft,  270. 

Rules  in  New  Hampshire  regulating  telephone  directories,  P.U.B. 
1917B,  p.  678. 

DIRECTORS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Mispouri  Commission  to  grant  relici  from  exclusion 
of  directors  from  management,  see  Commissions,  40. 
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Power  of  California  court  to  restrain  directors  from  granting  free 
transportatiofn,  see  Ooubts,  2. 

Public  utiHtj  not  to  make  contract  for  supplies,  or  construction 
with  concern  in  which  officers  or  directors  have  interests 
except  after  competitiTe  bidding,  see  Punuo  VTBxnas,  3* 

DIBT. 

In  water  mains,  «ee  6ftiTic«,  201. 


See  Abaivdoned  Pbopertt. 

DISOOHTINITAKCE. 

Effect  of  order  discontinuing  proceeding,  see  Orders,  5. 
Procedure  upon  request  for  discontinuance  of  proceeding,  see  Pro- 

CBDURE,   2. 

DISOOHTINITAKCE  OF  SERVICE. 

Generally,  see  Service,  77-99. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  award  damages  for  discontin- 
uance of  service,  see  Damages,  3. 

Dismissal  of  complaint  against  discontinuance  of  service  upon 
change  of  ownership  of  property,  see  Parties,  8. 

Discontinuance  for  nonpayment,  see  Payment,  26-32. 

Prohibitive  charges  to  destroy  a  particular  class  of  service,  see 
Rates,  6. 

Innocent  consumer  not  to  be  cut  off  from  service  because  of  viola- 
tion of  rule  by  other  tenants  of  the  building,  see  Service,  109. 

Notice  to  consumers  of  intention  to  shut  off  water  supply,  see 
Service,  307-309. 

DISOOUHT. 

Discrimination  in  discounts  for  prompt  payment,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 123,  126-129. 

Discount  for  prompt  payment  of  bfRs,  see  PAtuent,  4-16. 

Refusal  to  give  consumer  advtintage  of  rider  providing  for  dis- 
count as  ground  for  reparation,  see  Rbpabation,  2. 

Allowance  for  bond  discount  in  esthnatkig  operating  expenses,  see 
.    RrruRN,  162. 

On  securities,  consideration  of,  in  ascertaining  original  cost,  see 
Valuation,  86. 

Bond  discount  considered  in  valuation,  see  VALUATMKr,  77,  86,  181- 
192. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  to  provMe  f6r  discount  on  bills,  see 
TALVAMOir,  118. 

Rule  of  accounting  for  discount  iipoB  seeuritks  and  other  com- 
mercial paper,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  464. 
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DISCOVERT. 

.  Power  of  Alabama  Commission  to  compel  productioB  of  books  for 
examination  by  adverse  party,  see  Cojousbions,  35. 

DI8GB£TION. 

Exercise  of  discretionary  powers  to  relieve  utility  of  franchise  obli- 
gations, see  Commissions,  27,  28. 

Discretion  of  utility  relative  to  plan  for  merger  through  stock 
ownership,  see  Consolidation,  Mebqeb,  and  Sale,  11. 

Discretion  of  Commission  as  to  diemisauBg  oomj^lftiiit  Uf^n  siiftnlar 
tion  by  the  parties,  see  Procedure,  1. 

Discretion  of  municipal  authorities  in  fixing  rat^j^s  for  municipal 
plant,  see  Rates,  67. 

Commission  not  bound  by  discretion  of  directors  in  issuing  scrip 
dividends,  see  Security  Issues,v  14. 

DISCRIMINATION. 

J.  A%  to  rates,   1^110, 

a.  In  general,  1—7. 

b.  JutHsdietion,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission,  8^16. 

c.  As  between  localities,  16^25» 

d.  Flat  or  meter  rates,  26,  27. 

e.  Right  to  classify  patrons,  28'^2. 

/.  Concessions  to  classes  of  consumers,  33^78, 
J.  In  general,  33-^5, 

2.  Schools,  churches,  and  chaHtahle  and  benevolent 

associations,   36-~39, 

3.  Municipalities,  39a— 47. 

4.  Stoclcholdera,   48-^0. 

5.  Oitners  of  equipment,  61,  62. 
e.  Large  consumers,   63—62. 

7.  Industries,  63—68. 

8.  WorlUntpnen,  69,  70. 

9.  Commercial  travelers,   71—76. 

10.  Old  putrof^   76. 

11.  New  patronB^  77,  7^.     , 

g.  Discrimination  by  particHlar  uWdtiea,  %Q^ltQ. 

1.  Electricity,  79-82. 

2.  Oas,  83. 

a.  MrrigiUion,  84. 

4.  Interurban  railways,  86. 

6.  Bmilroads,  86-93. 

(a)  In  general,  86—90. 

(b)  Long  and  short  haul,  91,^  92. 

(c)  Interstate  and  intrastate  rateeg  93^ 

6.  Street  railways,   94. 

7.  Telephones,  96—107. 

(a)  In  general,  96—101. 
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L  g,  7 — continued. 

(h)  Free  toil  service ,  102^104. 
(c)  Reduced  rate  to  mii,hscr€l>er  witH  hoth  reM* 
dence  and  husineas  telephone,  10^^107. 
8.  Water  companies,  108^110. 
II.   A8  to  service,  111^122, 

a.  In  general,  111^118, 

b.  Piimishing  meters  and  service  connections,  119^121. 
e.  Exclusive  transfer  privilege  at  depots,  122. 

III.  As  to  payments,  12S''134. 
a.  In  general,  123,  124. 
h.  As  to  discounts,  12(^120i 
e.  As  to  security  for  pamt^^nt,  180. 
d.  Payment  for  service  otherwise  than  in  cash,  131^134. 

I.  As  to  rates. 

a.  In  general. 

Rates  below  cost  of  service  for  manufacturing  purposes  when  higUer 
rate  is  charged  for  general  use  as  denial  of  constitutional  right,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  17. 

Effect  of  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  directing  express 
companies  to  remove  existing  discriminations  against  interstate 
commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  intrastate  rates,  see  Obdebs, 
7-11. 

Municipality  as  proper  party  complainant  against  alleged  discrimina- 
tory interexchange  rates,  see  Parties,  1. 

Scope  of  investigation  under  complaint  alleging  excessive  and  discrimi- 
natory rates,  see  Pbocedure,  7. 

Utility  authorized  to  sell  surplus  gas  at  low  rate,  see  Rates,  163. 

Power  of  Colorado  Commission  to  award  reparation  of  discriminatory 
charges,  see  Reparation,  10,  11. 

Effect  of  practising  gross  discriminations  in  the  past,  see  Return,  13. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  install  meters  to  eliminate  discrimina- 
tion, see  Service,  123. 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  rates,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  208. 

1.  Under  the  theory  of  rate  regulation  prescribed  by  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Public  Service  Company  Law  a  public  utility  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  supply  any  free  service;  since  furnishing  free  service  to  some 
while  charging  others  is  a  violation  of  the  rule  against  unreasonable 
preferences  and  unjust  discriminations.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley 
Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

2.  While  a  utility  in  Greorgia  may  establish  rates  lower  than  the 
maximum  fixed  by  the  Commission,  if  this  is  done  in  respect  to  a  par- 
ticular class,  a  like  percentage  of  reduction  must  be  made  to  all  other 
claaseb.    Re  Electric  Light  &  P.  Rates   (Ga.)   P.U.R.1917E,  721. 

3.  All  industries  should  be  charged  the  same  rate  per  1,000  feet 
for  natural  gas.  Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
947. 
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126  DISCRIMIXATION,  I.  b. 

4.  That  the  Commission  did  not  find  the  higher  rate  unreasonable 
furnishes  no  ground  for  vaeating  an  order  requiring  railroads  to  cease 
charging  a  consumer  ol  coal  a  higher  rate  Ukan  that  charged  competing 
consumers.  Vandalia  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Ind.) 
P.tr.R.1917B,  879   (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  114  N.  E.,412). 

6.  A  supreme  court  decision  rendered  prior  to  the  eRactmeBt  of  .the 
Public  Service  Law,  and  based  upon  a  charter  provision  forbidding 
"exceptional  discrimination/'  ia  not  c(mtrollijig  in  the  ooliatruction  of 
the  Public  Service  Law  which  requires  equality  of  rates  lor  the  same 
service  under  the  same  or  substantially  similar  oiroiunatanMa  or  t«m- 
ditions.  Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Pept.  <Mo.)  P.U.K.1917B, 
676   (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  412). 

6.  Water  rates  at  a  summer  resort  are  not  unjustly  diaeriminatory 
because  they  require  the  summer  taker  t»  pay  the  lull  yearly  rate, 
where  the  plant  was  built  for  and  is  measured  by  the  summer  demand, 
and  the  year-round  takers  are  the  incidental  consumers.  Briggs  v. 
Peaks  Island  Cbrp.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  760. 

7.  The  fact  that  the  bonds  of  an  electric  company  are  guaranteed 
by  a  railway  company  and  that  the  latter  company  has  rendered  cer- 
tain financial  assistance  to  the  former  does  not  entitle  the  railway 
company  to  receive  service  from  the  electric  company  at  a  rate  that  is 
unfair  to  the  public.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  70. 

h.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commission* 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  annul  discriminatory  contract  for 
use  of  water  entered  into  under  Constitution  of  1879,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  66. 

Grant  by  congress  to  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission  of  power  to 
raise  intrastate  rates,  to  eliminate  discrimination  against  inter- 
state commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1. 

Power  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  regulate  Intrastate  rates 
to  eliminate  discrimination,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion, 3. 

California  Commission  without  power  to  set  aside  rates  merely  because 
they  are  more  favorable  to  one  locality  than  to  another,  see  Rates, 
23. 

8.  The  California  Commission  cannot  coD»pel  a.  street  railway  to 
give  a  reduced  fare  to  school  children,  under  the  provision  of  the  Publie 
Utilities  Act  merely  permitting  the  carrier  to  grant  such  fare.  Beala 
v.  San  Francisco-Oakland  Terminal  R.  Co.   (CaL)  P.U.R.1917A,  814. 

9.  Under  a  statute  (§  18  of  chapter  784  of  the  Massachusetts  Acts 
of  1913)  forbidding  the  furnishing  of  free  or  reduced  rate  service  by 
telephone  companies,  with  certain  exceptions,  including  charitable  pur- 
poses approved  by  the  Commission,  the  Massachusetts  Public  Service 
Commission  is  not  required  to  approve  the  amount  of  the  discount  or 
concession  allowed.  Re  Free  or  Reduced  Rate  Teleph*  Service  (Mass.) 
P.UJ1.1917F,  697. 

10.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  cannot  be  called 
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upon,  under  a  statute  (Aoti  101^  chap.  784,  §  19),  authorizing  it  to 
determine  whether  a  rate  contract,  entered  into  prior  to  a  certain  date, 
constitutes  a  discrimination,  to  make  any  finding  as  to  discrimination 
in  a  case  in  i^hich  the  parties  disagree  as  to  whether  a  contract  exists, 
since  the  latter  question  must  ^rst  be  determined  by  the  courts.  Re 
Sprague,  B.  &  B.  Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.ldl7F,  500. 

11.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  is  without  power 
to  make  an  order  requiring  a  railroad  company  in  effect  to  absorb  a 
transfer  charge  from  one  wharf  in  order  to  remove  discrimination 
caused  by  the  absorption  of  a  transfer  charge  from  a  competing  wharf, 
without  determining  that  the  resulting  rate  would  be  reasonable,  under 
Stat.  1913,  chap.  784,  §  22.  National  Dock  &  Storage  Warehouse  Co. 
V.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co,  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  863  (S.  C.  —  Mass.  — , 
116  N.  E.  644). 

12.  Lower  freight  rates  on  certain  raw  material  to  one  locality  than 
that  afforded  to  another  locality  similarly  located  constitutes  an  unjust 
discrimination  in  favor  of  an  owner  of  an  industry  in  the  former  local- 
ity using  such  material,  and  against  owners  of  similar  industries  in 
the  latter  locality,  which  the  Maine  Commission  has  power  to  elimi- 
nate, although  the  statute  does  not  in  express  terms  prohibit  discrimi- 
nation between  different  localities,  since  the  discrimination  is  no  less 
personal  because  it  is  confined  to  the  localities  in  which  the  industries 
are  located.  Eastern  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917Ei  847. 

13.  Under  art.  12,  §  22,  of  the  California  Constitution,  granting 
"plenary  and  imlimited"  authority  to  the  legislature  to  confer  upon 
the  Railroad  Commission  additional  powers  "not  inconsistent  with  the 
powers  cMiierred  upon  the  Railroad  Commission  in  this  Constitution," 
the  legislature  has  no  power  to  give  the  Commission  authority  to  estab- 
lish rates  contrary  to  the  long  and  short  haul  clause  of  §  21,  in  the 
absence  of  the  application  and  investigation  which  tliat  section  pre- 
scribes. Southern  P.  Co.  y.  California  Adjustment  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  489   (S.  C.  237  Fed.  954). 

14.  Article  12,  §  21,  of  the  California  Constitution  as  amended  in 
1911,  giving  the  Commission  power  after  investigation  to  authorize  a 
railroad  to  charge  less  for  a  longer  haul  than  for  a  shorter  haul,  does 
not  give  the  Commission  power  to  authorize  the  continuation  of  exist- 
ing rates  of  that  character  until  an  investigation  is  had,  and  such 
rates  are  validated  only  when  the  Commission  expressly  approves  them 
alter  application  by  the  railroad  and  investigation  by  the  Conuuission. 
Southern  P.  Co.  v.  California  Adjustment  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917C,  489 
(S.  C.  287  Fed.  964). 

15.  The  practice  of  a  municipal  utility  of  charging  some  flat-rate 
water  consumes  less  than  the  lawful  rate,  while  others  were  charged 
more,  and  of  serving  comparatively  large  lighting  and  power  consumers 
at  flat  ratesy  and  of  allowing  rebates  to  business  places  using  more  than 
a  specified  amount  of  current  for  lighting  per  month  through  meters, 
and  of  charging  some  power  consumers  a  rate  not  provided  for  in  its 
schedule,  is  diseriminatory  under  §§  1797m-89,  91,  and  92  of  the  Wis- 
amsin  statutes.    6kognu>  v.  River  Falls  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  964. 
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c.  As  "between  localities. 

Contract  with  consumers  in  one  town  as  affecting  right  of  utility  to 
increase  rates  to  prevent  discrimination  against  other  towns,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  60. 

Right  of  telephone  company  in  resisting  competition  to  charge  rates 
not  remunerative  and  lower  than  in  other  localities,  see  Monopolt 
AND  Competition,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  remove  discrimination,  as  between  locali- 
ties, see  supra,  12. 

16.  Water  rates  should  be  uniform  in  all  communities  served  by  a 
utility  where  the  water  is  secured  from  the  same  source  and  is  sup- 
plied to  the  several  contiguous  municipalities  embraced  in  one  general 
district,  without  any  great  difference  in  cost.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley 
Water  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

17.  Public  service  corporations  may  reduce  their  rates  to  meet 
competition  even  to  the  extent  of  discriminating  as  to  noncompetitive 
points.     Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917A,  923. 

18.  There  can  be  no  locality  discrimination  in  a  railroad  rate  until 
the  commodity  actually  moves  under  such  rate.  Baldwin  k  Co.  v.  Pere 
Marquette  R.  Co.   (Mich.)    P.U.R.1917A,  15. 

19.  A  railroad  does  not  discriminate  against  a  city  station  in  charg- 
ing the  same  fare  thereto  as  that  to  a  further  station,  or  in  not  mak- 
ing a  commutation  rate  such  aa  is  applied  in  a  suburban  district  and 
in  other  cities,  where  the  passenger  traffic  at  the  station  is  handled  at 
a  steadily  increasing  loss,  which  traffic  would  be  prevented  from  increas- 
ing because  of  street  railway  competition  even  if  the  fare  were  lowered, 
and  where  the  service  and  facilities  at  the  station  are,  from  an  operat- 
ing standpoint,  substantially  different  from  those  at  the  other  points. 
Bradley  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917A,  98. 

20.  It  is  unfair  to  apply  the  first  and  second  class  rates,  per  the 
class  rate  mileage  scale,  on  peaches  and  grapes  respectively,  in  carloads 
from  points  in  western  Michigan  to  Detroit,  where  grapes  are  classed 
as  third  class  and  peaches  20  per  cent  less  than  third  class  on  inter- 
state competitive  shipments  to  Michigan,  and  the  same  fruits  are  moved 
at  a  rate  lower  than  the  Detroit  rate  between  other  points  within  the 
state;  and  the  interstate  rates  should  not  be  exceeded.  Baldwin  &  Co. 
V.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.   (Mich.)   P.U.R.1917A,  15. 

21.  A  railroad  cannot  justify  substantially  lower  freight  rates  es- 
tablished to  meet  water  competition  in  one  locality  than  those  afforded 
to  another  locality,  on  the  theory  that  the  latter  locality  also  has  a 
water  route  open  to  it,  where  it  appears  that  the  rates  bar  the  latter 
locality  from  access,  on  the  same  terms,  to  certain  territory  reached 
only  by  the  railroad.  Eastern  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  847. 

22.  A  railroad  cannot  justify  lower  freight  rates  on  raw  materials 
to  one  locality  than  those  afforded  another  locality,  by  the  fact  that  it 
gets  an  out-haul  of  the  manufactured  product  from  the  mills  of  the 
former  locality,  where  it  appears  that  the  manufactured  product,  al- 
though worth  much  more  than  the  raw  material,  is  carried  out  at  a 
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maeh  lower  rate  than  that  charged  for  carrying  raw  material  into  the. 
latter  locality.    Eastern  Mfg.  Co.  t.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  847. 

23.  In  passing  upon  the  reasonableness  of  a  lower  freight  rate  on 
raw  material  to  one  locality  than  that  charged  to  another  locality,  con- 
sideration must  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  material  transported  to 
the  locality  enjoying  lower  rates  is  of  much  less  value  because  of  an 
inferior  quality  than  that  transported  to  the  locality  charged  higher 
rates.    Eastern  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Bangor  k  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1017E,  847. 

24.  A  consolidated  street  railway  operating  in  many  cities  and  fi- 
nanced as  a  unit  will  be  allowed  to  withdraw  the  sale  of  six  tickets  for 
25  cents  in  the  only  city  enjoying  the  concession,  and  to  substitute  the 
5-cent  fare  charged  in  the  other  cities,  where  the  operating  conditions 
are  not  different  in  the  cities,  where  more  money  is  needed  for  im- 
proved service  on  other  parts  of  the  system  which  will  indirectly  bene-  . 
fit  the  whole,  and  where  the  withdrawal  will  not  result  in  an  excessive 
return.    Re  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)   P.U.R.1917C,  554. 

25.  The  fact  that  a  water  company's  rates  are  lower  in  one  locality 
than  in  another  does  not  show  undue,  imjust^  or  unreasonable  dis- 
crimination, in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  the  service  is  furnished 
below  cost  or  without  substantial  compensation.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West 
St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo. 
P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

d.  Flat  or  meter  rate^. 

26.  The  discontinuance  of  flat  rates  was  ordered  by  the  Georgia 
Commission  in  order  to  prevent  discrimination  arising  from  the  use  of 
both  flat  and  meter  schedules.  Re  Electric  Light  &  P.  Rates  (Ga.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  721. 

27.  Flat  water  rates  are  discriminatory,  and  should  be  abandoned 
as  meters  are  installed.    Wood  v.  La  Farge  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917A,  763. 

e.  Right  to  classify  patrons, 

28.  The  reasonable  classification  of  service  and  rates  is  not  pre- 
vented by  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  §  68,  requiring 
rates  to  be  reasonable,  and  prohibiting  unjust  discrimination.  Re 
Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

29.  A  classification  of  rates  based  upon  difference  of  service  is  per- 
missible when  having  a  reasonable  relation  to  the  amount  of  difference. 
Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (S.  C. 
4  Mo.  P;  S.  C.  R.  412). 

30.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  given  water  rate  classi- 
fication, investigation  should  be  directed  to  ascertaining  whether  the 
respective  classes  constitute  separate  and  distinct  kinds  of  service  in- 
volving different  labor,  equipment,  expenditures  of  money,  etc.,  and  thus 
fairly  justifying  the  different  rates  exacted,  since  the  rates  must  be 
the  same  for  service  furnished  under  the  same  or  substantially  similar 
circumstances  or  conditions.  Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept, 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  412). 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 9. 
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31.  Distinctions  in  classes  of  consumers  resnlting  in  different  charges 
for  a  commodity  furnished  bj  a  public  utility  must  be  based  upon  the 
quality  of  the  article  demanded  and  the  amount  of  service  necessary  to 
supply  the  same,  and  not  upon  the  profession  or  occupation  of  the  con- 
sumer.   Gamer  v.  Tulsa  Ice  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  6ra. 

32.  In  fixing  rates  for  ice  for  drug  stores  and  for  meat  markets, 
it  is  proper  to  take  into  consideration  that  in  the  usual  course  of  busi- 
ness the  former  require  a  better  quality  of  ice  and  more  frequent  de- 
liveries.   Gamer  v.  Tulsa  Ice  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  613. 

/.  Concea^ona  to  classes  of  consumers, 

1.  In  general. 

Discussion  of  free  street  car  transportation  for  city  officers  and 
employees,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  905. 

Annotation  on  preference  in  rates  to  classes  of  consumers,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  954. 

33.  Telephone  service  given  to  railroad  companies,  irrigation  ditch 
companies,  and  for  franchise  requirements,  should  not  be  free,  but 
should  be  charged  for  at  the  regular  schedule  rates.  Re  Mountain 
States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

34.  The  furnishing  of  telephone  service  to  doctors,  lawyers,  and  real 
estate  firms  at  a  rate  lower  than  that  charged  mercantile  or  other 
business  establishments  should  be  discontinued  as  discriminatory.  Re 
Walker  Teleph.  Co.   (Minn.)   P.U.R.1917A,  899. 

35.  There  is  no  presumption  that  purchasers  of  mileage  books  ride 
oftener  than  other  passengers,  so  as  to  entitle  them  to  a  lower  rate. 
Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1019. 

2.  Schools,  churches,  and  charitable  and  benevolent  associations. 

Reduced  interurban  railway  rates  to  school  children  and  working  men 
to  prevent  loss  of  patrons,  see  Rates,  169. 

36.  The  approval  of  the  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission 
is  given  to  the  furnishing  by  telephone  companies  of  free  or  reduced 
rate  service  for  charitable  purposes,  to  organizations  administering  pri- 
marily to  the  mental,  moral,  or  physical  welfare  of  the  needy  poor,  who 
are  dependent  for  their  support  mainly  upon  private  contributions,  and 
in  the  management  of  which  the  element  of  private  gain  is  entirely 
wanting.  Re  Free  or  Reduced  Rate  Teleph.  Service  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  697. 

37.  A  mimicipally  owned  utility  is  guilty  of  unlawful  discrimina- 
tion in  furnishing  free  water  to  a  shoe  factory,  churches,  and  schools 
while  charging  other  consumers  for  a  like  service.  Botts  v.  Brookfield 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  224  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  631). 

38.  An  order  of  the  Corporation  Commission  requiring  that  natural 
gas  be  furnished  to  the  Board  of  Education  of  the  City  of  Guthrie  for 
heating  the  public  schools,  at  a  rate  different  and  less  from  that 
charged  to  other  consumers,  is  not,  by  reason  of  the  discrimination  in 
favor  of  the  public  sdiools  alone,  invalid.    Guthrie  Gas,  Light  Fuel,  & 
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Improv.  Go.  t.  Board  of  Education    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917E,  200   (8.  G. 

—  Okla.  — ,  16«  Pac.  128). 

30.  The  board  of  education  and  the^  gas  company  entered  into  a  con- 
tract under  which  the  board  of  education  installed  a  system  of  heating 
by  natural  gas  in  the  public  schools,  and  the  gas  company  furnished 
natural-  gas  to  the  board  for  heating  purposes  at  a  certain  rate,  and 
maintained  that  rate  for  a  considerable  period  of  time.  Thereafter 
the  rate  was  changed  to  a  different  and  higher  rate  at  tiie  request  of 
the  supply  company  from  whom  the  local  company  obtained  the  gas, 
and  because  the  rate  furnished  to  the  board  of  education  was  dis- 
criminatory as  compared  with  rates  charged  to  other  consumers,  and 
not  because  the  rate  granted  to  the  board  of  education  deprived  the 
gas  company  of  a  just  return  upon  its  investment.  Held,  that  the 
evidence  showing  these  facts  was  sufficient  to  justify  an  order  by  the 
Corporation  Commission  requiring  a  rate  to  the  board  of  education 
different  from  and  less  than  that  charged  by  the  gas  company,  in  the 
absence  of  a  showing  that  said  rate  fixed  by  the  Commission  in  connec- 
tion with  the  rates  charged  to  other  consumers  deprived  the  gas  com- 
pany of  a  just  return  upon  its  investment.  Guthrie  Gas,  Light  Fuel 
&  Improv.  Co.  v.  Board  of  Education  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  200  (S.  C. 

—  Okla.  — ,  166  Pac.  128). 

3»  Municipalities, 

Effect  of  Maine  statute  on  contract  to  furnish  free  public  fire  protec- 
tion, see  Constitutional  Law,  68. 
See  also  supra,  33. 

39a.  A  city  or  county  being  a  governmental  as  well  as  a  corporate 
entity  is  in  its  governmental  capacity  not  a  "person  or  corporation" 
within  the  province  of  the  Florida  statute,  chapter  6525,  Acts  of  1913, 
(Comp.  Laws  1914,  §§  2829k-2829z),  forbidding  a  reduction  in  rates 
or  other  advantage  to  any  "person  or  corporation."  State  v.  Pen- 
insular Telephone  Co.  (Fla.)  .P.U.R.1917E,  453  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  75  So. 
201). 

40.  The  furnishing  of  natural  gas  free  to  a  city  and  city  buildings 
may  be  permitted  to  continue  until  it  is  found  to  be  inequitable  to  other 
consumers  or  conducive  to  waste,  where  the  amount  is  email  and  free 
gas  was  an  inducement  held  out  to  the  city  for  granting  a  franchise,^ 
although  such  franchise  provision  is  not  binding  on  the  Commission. 
Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

41.  A  city's  contract  for  water  for  fire  protection  at  a  specified  an- 
nual hydrant  rental,  with  a  provision  for  free  service  after  twenty  years,, 
was  not  invalid  at  common  law  as  an  unlawful  discrimination  in  pro- 
viding for  free  service,  since  the  city  in  effect  paid  the  entire  hydrant 
rental  in  twenty  instalments,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  free  serv- 
ice to  the  public  was  not  unreasonable  nor  unlawfully  discriminatory. 
Belfast  V.  Belfast  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  313  (S.  C.  116  Me. 
234,  L.R.A.1917B,  908,  98  Atl.  738). 

42.  A  low  water  rate  cannot  be  given  a  municipality  merely  be- 
cause it  has  granted  a  franchise  for  the  use  of  the  streets.  Re  Kent 
Water  &  Light  Co.   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1917A,  261. 
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43.  Fumisbing  free  water  senrice  to  municipalities  constitutes  an 
unlawful  discrimination  against  private  consumers.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio 
Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

44.  A  town  should  not  be  given  free  water  for  fire  protection,  even 
if  it  cannot  raise  by  taxes  enough  to  pay  the  proper  charge.  Re  War- 
wood  Water  k  Light  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917C,  329. 

45.  The  fact  that  »  city  has  built  and  practically  paid  for  a  mu- 
nicipal utility  plant  does  not  entitle  it  to  furnish  street  lighting  and 
fire  protection  service  without  charge,  since  this  is  an  unlawful  discrim- 
ination under  the  Wisconsin  statutes.  Skogmo  v.  River  Falls  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

46.  Failure  of  municipal  waterworks  to  charge  for  public  fire  pro- 
tection is  discriminatory,  particularly  where  the  utility  is  charged  with 
bond  interest.     Wood  v.  La  Farge  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917A,  763. 

47.  The  municipal  street  lighting  rates  of  an  electric  utility  were 
fixed  with  reference  to  the  cost  of  the  service,  all  free  electric  service 
to  the  city  being  eliminated  and  provided  for  at  regular  metered  rates. 
Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  A  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4 
111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

4.  Stockholders. 
See  also  infra,  52. 

48.  The  difference  between  the  regular  $12  rate  for  telephone  serv- 
ice and  the  maximum  charge  of  $10  for  the  same  service  to  stock- 
holders fixed  by  contract  prior  to  the  enactment  of  Public  Utilities  Law 
does  not  constitute  an  unlawful  discrimination  so  as  to  make  either 
of  such  charges  unlawful  or  within  a  statute  (Wis.  Stat.  §  1797m91) 
prohibiting  the  giving  of  any  undue  preference  or  advantage  or  sub- 
jecting anyone  to  any  undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  disadvantage. 
Miles  V.  People's  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  175  (S.  C.  —  Wis. 
— ,  163  N.  W.  652). 

49.  A  mutual  telephone  company,  in  charging  nonstockholders  a 
different  rate  or  installation  fee  than  stockholders,  violates  the  provi- 
sion of  the  Public  Utility  Law  against  charging  a  greater  or  less  com- 
pensation to  any  person  than  is  charged  to  any  other  person  for  like 
service.    Re  Farmers'  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917E,  835. 

50.  A  mutual  telephone  company  cannot  distinguish  between  stock- 
holders and  nonstockholders  in  its  methods  of  extension  of  service  nor 
in  its  charges  for  service.  Re  Tamarack  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  540. 

5.  Oumera  of  equipment. 

Annotation  on  reduced  rates  to  owners  of  equipment,  P.U.R.1917B, 
p.  313. 

51.  Railroad  freight  rates  must  be  determined  without  regard  to 
the  fact  that  the  shipper  furnishes  and  maintains  the  cars  though  the 
carrier  may  pay  a  reasonable  compensation  therefor  to  the  shipper, 
where  the  statute  declares  it  unlawful  for  a  common  carrier  to  receive 
less  compensation  for  any  service  in  consideration  of  the  shipper  fur- 
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nifLing  any  part  of  the  faeilities  incident  thereto.    Grand  Rapids  Live- 
stock  Co.  V.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.   (Mich.)   P.U.R.1W7B,  310. 

52.  Furnishing  telephone  service  at  lower  rates  to  stockholders  and 
to  nonstockholders  who  furnish  their  own  telephone  instruments,  than 
the  rates  charged  nonstockholder  subscribers  to  whom  the  company  fur- 
nishes the  equipment,  constitutes  unlawful  discrimination.  Latta  v. 
Medicine  Valley  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.)    P.U.R.1917E,  950. 

6.  Large  eansumera. 

Discussion  as  to  discrimination  in  charging  large  consumers  lesser 
rates  than  smaller  consumers,  P.UJR.1917C,  p.  306. 

53.  Lai^  consumers  should  not  be  given  a  better  rate  than  small 
consumers  when  taking  into  consideration  the  expense  of  furnishing  the  ^ 
servioe.    Re  Osage  &  O.  Co.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917D,  426.  ' 

54.  A  rate  for  large  ocmsumers  of  electricity,  based  on  a  fixed  price 
per  kilowatt  of  demand  supplemented  by  a  charge  per  kilowatt  hour 
for  current  used,  is  discrin\inatory  where  the  kilowatt  hour  price  varies 
not  with  the  hours  of  use  relative  to  the  maximum  demand,  but  with 
the  gross  amount  of  current  taken  monthly.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

55.  Discounts  in  an  electric  rate  schedule,  which  result  in  giving 
Uie  user  of  a  large  amount  of  energy  a  lower  rate  per  kilowatt  hour  for 
the  entire  number  of  kilowatts  used,  than  the  user  of  a  smaller  amount 
enjoys,  constitute  unjust  discrimination.  Commercial  Club  v.  Terra 
Haute,  I.  A  E.  Traction  Co.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917D,  743. 

56.  Long-hour  electric  consumers  should  be  given  a  lower  rate  than 
short-hour  consumers.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N. 
y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

57.  Unjust  discrimination  or  undue  preference  is  not  shown  by  the 
mere  fact  that  water  is  sold  in  bulk  to  certain  municipalities  at  low 
rates.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

58.  Qas  rates  may  be  graded  according  to  the  quantity  used,  but  the 
differences  should  not  be  extreme.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co. 
(Me.)   P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

59.  Rates  for  natural  gas  were  based  upon  a  sliding  scale  upon  the 
ground  that  that  method  furnished  the  best  way  of  taking  care  of  the 
difference  in  the  cost  of  furnishing  the  large  consumer  and  the  small 
consumer,  and  of  avoiding  unlawful  discrimination.  Re  Osage  &  0.  Co. 
(Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

60.  A  provision  of  a  rate  schedule  which  permits  the  lessor  or  ownei 
of  two  or  more  buildings  not  more  than  100  feet  apart  that  may  be 
served  from  one  service  to  combine  the  current  consumed  to  get  the 
benefit  of  a  lower  rate  constitutes  unjust  discriminaUon  against  the 
owner  or  lessor  of  a  single  building.  Realty  Supervision  Co.  v.  Edison 
Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917B,  962. 

61.  The  demands  of  a  traction  company  purchasing  its  current  are 
sufficiently  distinct  from  the  demands  of  the  other  large  consumers  sup- 
plied by  a  power  company,  to  warrant  a  separate  classification,  whore 
the  maximum  demand  occurs  during  the  power  plant's  oflf-peak  periods 
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and  is  of  longer  duration  than  the  average  demands  of  the  o^er  large 
consumers.  Fresno  Traction  Co.  v.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  253. 

62.  Special  contracts  for  service  to  large  consumers  should  be  dis- 
continued in  favor  of  proper  rate  schedules  under  which  all  consumers 
of  similar  classification  may  be  served.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  k 
Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (8.  C.  4  lU.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

7.  Induairies. 

63.  That  industries  build  up  a  city  bj  bringing  in  large  numbers  of 
people  connected  with  the  industries  and  in  their  employ  does  not 
justify  the  furnishing  of  natural  gas  for  industrial  consumpti<m  below 
cost.  Re  Osage  &  0.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

64.  A  schedule  of  metered  rates  providing  a  less  charge  for  water 
for  purely  manufacturing  purposes  than  iar  general  aae  is  uijustly  dis- 
criminatory where  all  the  circumstances  or  conditions  in  furnishing  the 
service  are  the  same;  both  being  simply  connected  with  the  mains. 
Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (8.  C. 
4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  412). 

65.  A  municipality  operating  a  water  plant  cannot  give  a  lower 
rate  for  water  used  for  purely  manufacturing  purposes  to  encourage 
the  establishment  of  manufacturing  plants  within  its  limits,  since  the 
powers  of  the  municipality  must  be  employed  alone  for  public  purposes 
or  objects,  and  aiding  manufacturers  is  not  such  a  public  purpose. 
Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (8.  C. 
4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  412). 

66.  The  fact  that  lower  water  rates  have  been  given  to  manufactur- 
ers than  to  other  water  users  by  a  city  during  a  long  period  of  years 
does  not  constitute  such  a  usage  or  custom  as  will  be  recognized  by  the 
law,  since  abuses  of  power  and  violations  of  right  derive  no  sanction 
from  time  or  custom.  Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  576  (8.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.  412). 

67.  That  it  is  the  earnest  desire  of  the  municipal  authorities  and 
the  business,  manufacturing,  and  industrial  interests  of  the  city,  is  not 
a  sufficient  reason  to  warrant  the  Missouri  Commission  in  approving 
a  lower  rate  for  water  furnished  by  a  municipal  plant  for  purely  manu- 
facturing purposes  than  charged  for  water  used  for  general  purposes. 
Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (S.  C. 
4  Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.  412). 

68.  Railroads  giving  a  lower  rate  on  coal  shipped  to  manufacturers 
whose  outbound  products  were  transported  over  the  railroads  than  to 
other  manufacturing  plants  should,  give  a  utility  operating  a  street 
railway  and  furnishing  electricity  for  power  purposes  the  benefit  of  the 
low  rate  on  that  portion  of  coal  used  by  it  in  generating  electric  cur- 
rmt  fumbhed  to  its  factory  patrons  making  outbound  products,  where 
quite  a  number  of  factories  were  operated  by  electric  power,  from  cur- 
rent generated  on  their  own  premises,  by  means  of  coal  shipped  at  the 
low  rate.  Vandalia  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  879  (8.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  114  N.  E.  412). 
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69.  An  inttfnrban  railway  charging  a  7-cent  unit  cash  fare  was 
authorized  to  issue  workingmen's  books  of  fifty  tickets  for  $3  for  use 
on  week  days  between  the  hours  of  5  and  7  A.  m.  and  5  and  7  P.  H. 
Re  Worcester  A  W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R,1917D,  397. 

70.  A  steamship  rate  available  to  navy-yard  employees  only  is  un- 
just and  discriminatory  within  the  provisions  of  §§  20  and  21  of  the 
Washington  Public  Service  Commission  Law.  Lewis  v.  Washington 
Route  (Wash.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  328. 

P.  Commercial  travelers, 

71.  Commercial  travelers  in  Wisconsin  cannot,  on  the  theory  that 
they  develop  all  the  forces  throughout  the  state  commercially  and  other- 
wise, and  that  they  are  producers  of  passenger,  express,  and  freight 
business  for  the  railroads,  be  allowed  a  greater  fee  baggage  limit  than 
is  accorded  to  the  traveling  public  in  general,  since  no  distincti<m  imder 
exbting  laws  can  be  made  between  persons.  United  Commercial  Travel- 
ers V.  Chicago,  M.  A  St.  P.  R.  Ca  (Wis.)  P.UJt.l917C,  82. 

72.  Railroad  companies  should  not  be  required  to  increase  the  free 
baggage  limit  from  150  to  300  pounds  in  the  case  of  commercial  travel- 
ers, assuming  that  a  Commission  has  power  to  do  so;  since  this  would 
be  too  great  a  departure  from  the  costs  iacvrred  for  the  service,  and 
since  the  dilficulty.of  making  a  distinction  between  commercial  and  oth- 
er baggage  would  in  actual  practice  be  too  great.  United  Conunercial 
Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.19i7C,  82. 

73.  Lower  excess  baggage  rates  than  are  in  force  for  the  traveling 
public  generally  cannot  be  granted  to  commercial  travelers,  especially 
where  to  all  practical  purposes  they  enjoy  lower  rates  through  the  use 
of  excess  baggage  books  sold  at  a  discount  of  20  per  cent.  United  Com- 
mercial Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  &,  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
82. 

74.  A  Commission  order  extending  the  free  time  of  baggage  storage 
to  intrastate  commercial  travelers  is  an  invalid  discrimination  against 
all  interstate  travelers  and  all  other  intrastate  travelers.  Atchison, 
T.  4  S.  F.  R.  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
1006  (8.  C.  -•  Mo.  — ,  192  S.  W.  460). 

76.  A  Commission  order  intended  to  give  traveling  salesmen  a  spe- 
cial exemption  in  the  matter  of  baggage-storage  charges  is  invalid, 
because  unreasonable.  Atchison,  T.  A  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1005  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  192  S.  W.  460). 

jfO.  Old  patrons. 

76.  Permitting  old  telephone  subscribers  to  continue  existing  flat- 
rate  eontracts  when  denying  that  privilege  to  new  subscribers  consti- 
tutes unlawful  discrimination.     Re  Uniform  Telephone  Rates    (Pa.) 

•  P.U.R.1917D,  259* 

11,  New  patrons. 

77.  Giving  three  months'  free  service  to  new  subscribers  of  residence 
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telephones  constitutes  an  unlawful  discrimination  under  a  statute  pro- 
hibiting a  utility  from  charging  any  person  any  greater  or  less  com- 
pensation for  any  service  than  it  charges  any  other  person  **for  a  like 
and  contemporaneous  service  under  substantially  similar  circumstances." 
Re  Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1917F,  260. 

78.  The  practice  of  a  telephone  company  of  permitting  a  solicitor, 
instead  of  a  new  subscriber,  to  pay  the  installation  charge  required  by 
its  rules,  and  of  allowing  the  solicitor,  instead  of  the  subscriber,  to  pay 
the  rental  for  a  certain  period,  thereby  giving  some  subscribers  the 
benefit  of  a  free  installation  and  free  rental  not  accorded  to  others, 
violates  §  19  of  the  California  Public  Utilities  Act  forbidding  the  grant- 
ing of  preferences  or  advantages.  Sumner  &.  May  v.  San  Diego  Home 
Teleph.  Co.  j[Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  985. 

g,  DiBcrimination  by  particular  utilities* 

Ditorimination  in  express  rates,  see  Interstate  Coicmebce,  23. 

jf.  Electricity* 

Validity  of  sliding  scale  of  electric  rates  based  upon  average  cost  of 

coal,  see  Rates,  130,  132,  133. 
Electric  rates  based  upon  quantity  of  current  used,  see  Rates,  158. 
As  to  low  rate  for  off-peak  service,  see  also  supra,  61. 

79.  A  reduced  rate  for  electricity  may  be  made  for  off-peak  service; 
and  a  higher  price  charged  for  the  initial  hour  or  for  the  first  few 
hours'  use  of  current  per  day  than  for  additional  hours  of  use.  Moriti 
v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

80.  Separate  classifications  should  appear  for  residential  and  com- 
mercial consumers  in  schedules  for  electric  lighting  service,  since  the 
unit  cost  of  the  two  services  is  different.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  k 
Light  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

81.  It  is  reasonable,  as  Y^ell  as  good  business  policy,  for  an  electric 
utility  to  charge  lower  rates  for  power  than  for  lighting  in  general,  in 
view  of  the  longer  average  hours  of  use  for  power  and  the  fact  that 
current  is  used  for  power  more  largely  in  the  "off-peak"  hours  and  in 
the  daytime  than  for  lighting.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co. 
(Mo.)    P.UJ1.1917C,   728. 

82.  Electric  motors  smaller  than  one-horse  power,  the  service  con- 
ditions of  which  approximate  those  for  lighting,  may  be  excluded  from 
a  general  power  rate  and  be  classified  with  lighting,  although  lighting 
takes  a  higher  rate.  Re  Kansafl  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
3917C,  728. 

2,  Gas. 

83.  There  should  be  no  substantial  difference  in  gas  rates  for  lighib' 
ing  and  fuel  purposes.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  384. 
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84.  Land  owned  by  an  irrigation  company  should  not  be  furnished 
water  for  irrigation  free  or  at  reduced  rates.  Merriman  v.  Luse  Co. 
(Or.)   P.U.R.1917F,  244. 

4.  Interurhan  railways. 

See  also  supra,  69. 

S5.  An  interurban  railway  fare  zone,  twice  as  long  as  zones  general- 
ly on  the  same  system  in  other  localities  of  like  character,  violates  an 
antidiscrimination  statute  (N.  H.  Public  Service  Act,  §  7  [d]),  where 
not  justified  by  competition,  density  of  traffic,,  or  cost  of  service.  Re 
Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  360. 

tf«  RaUroads, 

(a)  In  general. 

Discrimination  by  railroad  against  localities,  see  supra,  18-24. 
Establishing  through  rates  with  milling-in-transit  privilege  as  abuse  to 
police  power,  see  CaNSTrruTiOT^Ai.  Law,  13,  14. 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  railroad  rates,  P.U.R.1917E,  p. 
888. 

Discussion  of  discrimination  in  freight  rates  to  foster  industries 
on  the  carrier's  own  lines,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  857. 

86.  Under  a  statute  (Mass.  Acts  1913,  chap.  784,  §  19)  providing 
that  the  furnishing,  by  a  common  carrier,  of  any  service,  at  a  rate  or 
upon  the  terms  and  conditions  provided  in  any  existing  ooatract  exe- 
cuted prior  to  a  certain  date,  shall  not  constitute  a  discrimination  un- 
less the  Commission  shall  so  determine,  a  contract  executed  at>  such 
time  may  be  assumed,  in  the  absence  of  a  determination  by  the  Com- 
mission, not  to  have  constituted  a  discrimination.  Re  Sprague,  B.  & 
B.  (Jo.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  600. 

87.  Failure  of  carriers  to  collect  demurrage  in  some  cases  while 
collecting  it  in  others  is  a  violation  of  the  Montana  law  .against  dis- 
crimination rendering  them  subject  to  prosecution.  Railroad  Comrs. 
V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917C,  47. 

88.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  will  not  disturb 
branch-line  rates  on  a  specified  commodity  merely  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  higher  than  the  main-line  charges  on  the  same  commodity,  in 
the  absence  of  evidence  that  the  company  as  a  whole  is  deriving  exces- 
sive profits  from  such  carriage,  or  that  the  rates  complained  of  are  in 
themselves  unreasonable;  it  appearing  that  such  rate  dififerences  have 
bsen  a  matter  of  long  standing,  and  that  a  change  would  disturb  the 
luurmonious  relations  bistween  the  state  and  Federal  regulatory  systems. 
Northern  New  York  Traffie  Asso.  ▼.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  270. 

89.  The  gWing  of  a«nual  railroad  passes  to  sheriffs  and  clerks  of 
courts  in  payment  of  fees  and  comixffssions  to  which  such  officers  noAy 
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be  entitled  during  the  year  by  re«8on  of  litigation  or  services  which 
they  may  render  to  company  constitutes  a  violation  of  the  state  Con- 
stitution, §  161,  which  prohibits  the  granting  of  franks,  free  passes,  or 
free  transportation  to  any  state,  county,  or  municipal  officer,  since  the 
contracts  with  the  officers  to  accept  different  compensation  than  that 
provided  by  law  were  void  as  against  public  policy.  Com.  ex.  rel.  Kelly 
V.  Southern  R.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1917F,  703. 

90.  The  giving  of  annual  railroad  passes  to  sheriffs  and  clerks  of 
courts  in  payment  of  fees  and  commissions  to  which  such  officers  may 
be  entitled  during  the  year  by  reason  of  litigation  or  services  which 
they  render  the  company  constitutes  a  violation  of  the  constitutional 
and  statutory  provisions  against  the  granting  of  rebates,  and  the  charg- 
ing and  receiving  from  any  person  a  greater  or  less  compensation  than 
is  charged  or  received  from  any  other  person  for  a  like  service,  or  than 
that  specified  in  the  published  tariffs ;  it  appearing  that  the  fees  of  some 
of  the  officers  exceed  the  value  of  their  transportation,  and  in  other 
cases  the  value  of  the  transportation  was  greater  than  the  fees  earned 
by  the  officers.  Com.  ex  rel.  Kelly  ▼.  Southern  R.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  703. 

(h)  Long  and  short  haul. 

ConstitutionaT  prohibition  against  charging  more  for  short  than  for 

longer  haul  except  by  permission  of  Commission  as  denial  of  due 

process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  15. 
Validity  of  California  constitutional  provision  relative  to  charges  for 

long  and  short  hauls,  see  Constitutional  Law,  82. 
Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation  of 

California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Repabation,  8. 

91.  A  railroad  cannot  justify  a  higher  rate  for  the  shorter  distance 
upon  the  ground  that  the  hauls  are  partly  over  different  branches  of 
its  line,  and  that  it  is  more  expensive  on  account  of  grades  and  curves 
to  transport  freight  over  one  line  than  over  the  other,  where  the  state 
Constitution  establishes  an  unconditional  shcNrt-haul  rule,  without  re- 
gard to  direction  or  to  circumstances  and  conditions.  Independent  Brew- 
eries Co.  V.  St.  Louis,  L  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  109  (S.  C. 
4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  620). 

92.  Discrimination  in  charging  more  for  a  short  haul  than  for  a 
longer  haul  was  ordered  removed  by  reducing  the  rate  for  the  short 
haul  rather  than  by  increasing  the  rate  for  the  long  haul.  Re  St.  Louis 
&  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.tJ.R.1917C,  39  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  549). 

(e)  Interstate  and  intrastate  rates.  > 

93.  The  fact  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  not  pre- 
scribed minimum  rates  will  not  prevent  a  railroad  company  from  oott- 
plying  with  an  order  of  that  Commission  to  eliminate  discrimination 
between  interstate  and  intrastate  rates,  by  raising  intrastate  rates 
established  by  a  state  Commission  rather  than  lowering  maximym  in- 
terstate rates  held  by  the  latsrStats  C<Mmnsroe  Commission  to  be  rea- 
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ponable.   Si.  LouU,  I.  M.  &  &  B.  Co.  v.  State  (Ark.)  P.U,R.1917F,  783 
(S.  a  —  Ark.  — >  197  S.  W.  1). 

tf.  Street  raUwape. 

94.  A  Bchedule  of  street  railway  rates  in  which  the  fares,  on  a  dis- 
tance basis,  amount  to  4.9  cents  per  mile  in  a  5-cent  section,  to  2.87 
cents  per  mile  in  a  7-cent  section,  and  to  2.26  cents  per  mile  in  a  8-cent 
section, — similar  difTermces  prevailing  in  the  round  trip  and  commu- 
tation rates, — and  in  which  the  rates,  on  a  wne  basis,  are  arbitrary, 
will  not  be  authorized  by  the  Maryland  Commission.  Dobson  T.  Ken- 
sington R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1917P,  102. 

7.  Telephones, 

(a)  In  general* 

See  also  supra,  83,  62. 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  telephone  rates,  P.U.R.1917F,  p. 
816. 

95.  An  additional  charge  of  $3  for  short-time  telephone  serrice  of 
less  than  one  year  is  unreasonable.  State  ex  reL  Columbia  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  27  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  195  S.  W.  741). 

96.  Telephone  rates  for  business  subscribers  in  large  cities  should  be 
based  upon  the  actual  number  of  messages  sent  by  each  subscriber  in- 
stead of  the  flat-rate  charge,  since  the  wide  variation  in  the  use  of  busi- 
ness telephones  in  large  cities  renders  the  flat  rate  a  benefit  to  a  rela- 

^tively  few  large  users  and  a  detriment  to  those  sending  relatively  few 
' messages.    Re  Uniform  Telephone  Rates  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  259. 

97.  It  is  unjust  to  give  unlimited  free  service  to  rural  subscribers 
while  imposing  a  toll  charge  on  city  subscribers  for  use  of  rural  lines 
directly  connected  with  the  same  exchange.  Sparta  v.  Monroe  County 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  507. 

98.  Competitive  telephone  companies  furnishing  connections  with 
competitive  companies  in  an  adjoining  town  were  required  to  establish 
uniform  joint  toll  rates  for  such  service  for  the  purpose  of  eliminating 
discrimination  in  rates  and  unfair  competition  resulting  from  the  fur- 
nishing of  such  service  free  to  certain  classes  of  consumers.  Eel  River 
Teleph.  Co.  ▼.  Whitley  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  810. 

99.  The  practice  h>llowed  by  a  few  subscribers  of  a  town  telephone 
company  of  paying  their  rental  to  a  farm  company  in  which  they 
happen  to  have  stock,  the  farm  company  paying  back  a  certain  switch- 
ing charge  to  the  town  company,  is  discriminatory  where  it  results  in 
diffsrent  rates  for  the  same  kind  of  service.  Re  Curtis  Teleph.  Co. 
(Neb.)  P.UJR.1917A,  674. 

100.  Certain  of  a  local  telephone  company's  rural  lines,  each  of 
which  was  connected,  not  only  with  the  company's  own  exchange,  but 
also  with  another  exchange,  wore  ordered  divided  so  as  to  allow  sub- 
serihers  whose  normal  exchange  requirements  would  be  met  by  service  of 
the  company's  local  exchange  to  be  connected  with  that  exchange  alone 
and  to  pay  the  company's  rates  for  service,  allowing  the  remainder  of 
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the  subscribers  to  be  connected  with  their  respective  neighboring  ex- 
changes and  to  pay  the  rates  of  the  companies  owing  snch  exchanges, 
in  order  to  remove  a  discrimination  which  existed  by  allowing  the  sub- 
scribers on  such  lines  to  use  service  of  two  exchanges  while  requiring 
the  subscribers  ol  other  of  the  local  company's  rural  lines,  not  con- 
nected with  such  outside  exchanges,  to  pay  a  toll  charge,  when  com- 
municating with  subscribers  of  such  exchanges.  Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

101.  A  community  enjoying  lower  telephone  rates  for  local  service 
than  that  charged  neighboring  towns,  varying  in  amount  for  different 
classes  of  service  from  25  cents  to  75  cents  a  month,  is  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  urge  unjust  discrimination  on  account  of  a  10-cent  toll  charge 
on  messages  to  a  near-by  city,  when  the  towns  paying  higher  local  rates 
are  given  limited  free  service  thereto,  since  the  conditions  are  not 
fairly  comparable.  Alhambra  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &,  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  931. 

(h)  Free  toll  service, 

302.  Free  telephone  toll-line  service  between  two  exchanges  should  be 
discontinued  as  discriminatory,  although  established  by  franchise,  where 
a  charge  is  made  for  like  service  between  other  exchanges.  Re  Mountain 
States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1917E,  248. 

103.  Free  toll-line  service  is  unfair  to  subscribers  who  do  not  use 
it;  since  in  order  to  provide  for  it,  the  exchange  rate  must  be  made 
sufficiently  high  to  take  care  of  the  added  expense  of  giving  the  free 
service.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  t  Teleg.  Co.  (Arie.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
248. 

104.  Furnishing  free  toll  service  to  a  part  of  the  subscribers  con* 
nected  with  a  telephone  exchange  while  denying  such  service  to  others 
constitutes  unjust  discrimination.  Eel  River  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Whitley 
County  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.r.R.1917F,  810. 

(c)  Reduced  rate  to  subscriber  with  both  residence  and  btisinesa 

telephone. 

105.  Giving  a  reduced  rate  for  a  residence  telephone  to  subscribers 
using  a  business  telephone  on  the  same  line  constitutes  an  unlawful 
discrimination  under  a  statute  prohibiting  the  charging  of  a  different 
rate  for  the  same  class  of  service.  Re  Estelline  Teleph.  ft  Electric  Co. 
(8.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,  161. 

106.  Under  the  rules  adopted  by  the  Illinois  Commission,  telephones 
are  required  to  publish  a  separate  rate  for  a  business  telephone  and 
for  a  residence  telephone,  and  a  combined  rate  for  a  business  telefdione 
and  a  residence  telephone  which  is  less  than  the  sum  of  regularly  pub- 
lished business  and  residence  rates  is  unlawful.  Re  Mississippi  Valley 
Teleph.  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1917B,  368. 

107.  A  combined  business  and  residence  telephone  rate  whi^  is  leaa 
than  the  sum  of  the  regularly  published  business  and  residence  rates 
will  not  be  authorized.  Re  Independent  Teleg.  ft  Teleph.  Co  (IlL) 
P.U.R,1917A,  658. 
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*S,  Water  e^nnpanies. 

Discussion  of  effect  on  domestic  nser's  of  insufficient  charges  for 
fire  protection,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  831. 

108.  Water  utilities  in  the  state  of  California  were  authorized  to 
deliver  surplus  water  free  or  at  reduced  rates  for  irrigation  of  addi- 
tional lands  during  the  emergency  created  hy  the  war,  without  being 
required  to  deliver  water  to  all  consumers  free  or  at  reduced  rates. 
Re  Delivery  of  Surplus  Water  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1017E,  399. 

109.  Summer  customers  of  a  water  company  should  not  be  given  any 
concession  from  the  full  yearly  rate  because  they  do  not  receive  the 
full  benefit  of  the  labor,  fuel,  and  supplies  for  pumping  and  purifying 
the  water,  where  the  investment  was  made  and  invited  in  order  to 
take  care  of  the  summer  demand,  and  there  are  four  times  more  sum- 
mer customers  than  yearly  customers.  Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water 
Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

110.  A  water  conjpany  will  not  be  required  to  install  meters  for  do- 
mestic consumers  because  meter  rates  are  charged  to  other  consumers, 
it  appearing  that  domestic  consumers  constitute  the  bulk  of  the  com- 
pany's customers;  that  the  rate  is  for  an  unlimited  supply;  that  it  is 
based  upon  the  number  and  character  of  the  fixtures;  and  that  there 
has  been  comparatively  little  complaint  against  the  rates,  which  are  as 
low  as  any  charged  in  any  community  in  the  state.  York  v.  York  Wa* 
ter  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  130. 

J/.  A8  to  service, 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  service,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  216. 

111.  In  fixing  a  schedule  of  natural  gas  rates  the  Oklahoma  Commis- 
sion directed  that,  in  the  event  of  a  gas  shortage  at  any  time,  preference 
shall  be  given  to  domestic  consumers.  Re  Osage  k  0.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  426. 

112.  A  water  utility  should  dispose  of  its  water  under  equitable  rules 
with  reference  to  priority  of  application  and  in  such  amounts  only  as 
are  actually  needed  at  the  time.    Re  Murray  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  521. 

113.  An  electric  producing  company,  upon  being  permitted  to  supply 
indiyidual  eonsumers  in  territory  served  by  a  distributing  company 
which  it  supplied  with  current,  must  supply  the  latter  at  rates  and  un- 
der terms  reasonably  comparable  with  tkose  accorded  to  its  other  pa- 
trons, and  distribute  the  available  supply  in  the  case  of  a  shortage 
upon  an  equitable  basis  considering  the  necessities  of  the  public,  irre- 
spective of  whether  it  furnishes  the  current  directly  or  through  the  dis* 
tributing  company.    Re  Great  Western  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

114.  Under  the  Illinois  statutes,  a  railroad  must,  in  case  of  car  short- 
age, distribute  such  cars  as  are  available  among  the  applicants  accord- 
ing to  their  respective  immediate  requirements,  regardless  of  the  number 
of  cars  which  may  be  furnished  to  one  applicant  by  other  carriers.  Illi- 
opolis  Fanners  Grain  Co.  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  843. 
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142  DISCRIMINATION,  II.  b,  e. 

115.  Although  a  carrier  is  eot  b<^mid  to  render  any  serrioe  lor  a 
shipper  beyond  the  limits  of  its  tracks,  if  it  does  perform  such  serrice 
or  furnish  facilities  to  one  shipper,  it  must  furnish  a  like  or  similar 
service  to  all  similarly  located.  Ohio  Quarries  Co.  ▼.  New  York  C.  R. 
Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  416. 

116.  A  railroad  furnishing  valuable  trackage  facilities  to  an  indus- 
try is  bound  in  some  way  to  make  an  allowance  to  other  industries 
similarly  located  for  a  like  amount,  which  may  be  done  by  performing 
a  similar  service  or  by  using  the  industry's  private  facilities  and  grant- 
ing to  it  or  its  plant  railway  a  sufficient  sum  to  place  it  on  a  parity 
with  the  industry  furnished  trackage  facilities,  or  the  discrimination 
may  be  removed  by  withdrawing  the  service  from  all  industries.  Ohio 
Quarries  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  416. 

117.  Requiring  a  railroad  company  to  spot  cars  at  its  terminal  upon 
request  of  the  consignee,  so  that  the  contents  can  be  unloaded  and  be 
hauled  by  an  electric  railway,  is  not  an  unjust  discrimination  merely 
because  every  consignee  cannot  receive  the  service'  or  because  similar 
service  cannot  be  rendered  to  other  classes.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
V.  Portland  Terminal  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  43. 

118.  The  refusal  by  a  stock  exchange  of  an  application  to  a  telegraph 
company  for  stock  quotation  ticker  service,  which  quotations  the  com- 
pany purchases  from  the  exchange  under  a  contract  providing  that 
the  applicant  must  be  approved  by  the  exchange,  does  not  of  itself 
entitle  the  company  to  refuse  the  service  to  the  applicant,  since  the  con- 
tract so  far  as  inconsistent  with  the  duty  to  furnish  the  service  without 
discrimination  is  against  public  policy  and  void.  Schauble  v.  Western 
U.  Teleg.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  932  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  657). 

5.  Furnishing  meters  and  service  connections. 

119.  A  utility  furnishing  meters  to  some  of  its  patrons  was  required 
to  purchase  all  meters  owned  by  the  patrons.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

120.  The  practice  of  utilities  of  faVoring  numerous  individual  patrons 
by  supplying  them  with  various  fixtures  and  services,  without  charge, 
was  forbidden  as  discriminatory.  Re  Electric  Light  &  P.  Rates  (Ga.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  721. 

121.  An  electric  utility  has  a  right  to  demand  reimbursement  from 
a  consumer  for  amounts  expended  in  running  its  lines  over  private  prop- 
erty to  reach  the  consumer's  premises.  State  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion V.  Allen  (IH.)  P.U.R.1917E,  746. 

o.  Exclusive  transfer  privilege  at  depots, 

122.  A  railroad  in  Massachusetts  may  grant  an  exclusive  privilege 
to  maintain  a  public  carriage  stand  and  baggage  transfer  upon  station 
premises,  the  service  being  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Commission, 
and  others  in  the  business  not  being  denied  access  to  the  station.  Re 
Hayes  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917B,  923. 
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III.  Am  to  pa^ftnenM94 

«•  Jn  general. 

12t.  Applylag  different  ndes  governinf  pi^nMit  to  diffemit  tlftssM 
of  telephone  snbBcribers  within  a  city,  radi  as  requiring  advance  pay- 
ment from  some  and  allowing  diseonnt  for  prompt  payment  to  otiiers, 
is  unreasonable,  if  not  discriminatory,  particularly  in  cases  ii^ere  all 
serviee  is  famished  on  a  flat-rate  basis.  Re  Mississippi  Valley  Tdeph. 
Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917B,  368. 

124.  A  telephone  company  cannot  refuse  sendee  to  a  delinquent,  or 
deny  him  the  use,  as  a  nonsubscriber,  of  other  telephones  to  make  and 
receive  calls,  where  there  is  no  rule  to  discontinue  service  to  delin- 
quents or  to  limit  the  use  of  telephones  to  subscribers,  where  other 
dellnquentB  are  not  disconnected  and  ncmsubscribers  use  telephones  with- 
out objection.  Thompson  ▼.  Wittenberg  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  116. 

b.  As  to  discounter 

125.  Different  rules  for  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  telephone 
bills  may  be  applied  as  between  city  subscribers  and  rural  subscribers; 
but  not  as  between  city  business  subscribers  and  city  residence  sub- 
scribers, particularly  where  all  service  is  on  a  flat-rate  basis.  Re  In- 
dependent Teleg.  k  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  658. 

126.  Quantity  discounts  for  electricity,  based  merely  upon  the  amount 
of  current  consumed,  are  discriminatory.  Morite  v.  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

127.  Discounts  increasing  as  the  amount  of  consumption  Increases  by 
steps,  which  permit  a  smaller  net  charge  at  the  beginning  of  one  step 
than  the  net  charge  for  the  smaller  consumption  at  the  end  of  the 
preceding  step,  are  objectionable.  Croty  v.  Tomah  Electric  &  Teleph. 
Co.   (Wis.  P.UJ1.1917A,  439. 

128.  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  apply  different  rules  governing  the 
manner  of  making  collections  from  city  and  rural  telephone  sub- 
scribers, e.  g.f  making  city  rentals  payable  monthly  with  a  discount 
of  25  cents  if  paid  by  the  15th  day  of  the  month,  and  making  rural 
telephone  rentals  payable  annually  during  the  first  half  of  the  year  in 
which  the  service  is  rendered,  with  a  discount  of  $1  if  so  paid.  Re 
Mississippi  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  368. 

129.  A  greater  diseount  to  contumers  using  over  50,000  cubic  feet  of 
gas  p^  year  than  to  those  using  a  less  amount  is  discriminatory,  since 
the  net  charge  may  thereby  be  less  for  the  greater  consumption. 
Mui«hie  T.  St.  Croix  Qasl^ht  Co.  (Me.)P.UJt.l917B,  384. 

c.  As  to  security  for  payment. 

130.  An  electric'  company  nmy  require  a  moderate  cash  deposit,  such 
as  $5,  from  new  consumers,  although  none  is  required  of  old  consumers. 
Case  V.  Boonton  Electric  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  008. 
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144      DISCRIMINATION,  IH.  d— -DISTRIBUTING  COMPANY, 
d.  Payment  for  service  otherwise  than  in  cash. 

131.  Charter  6526,  Fla.  Acts  of  1913,  does  not  expressly  or  by  fair  im- 
plication require  compensation  for  telephone  service  to  be  only  in  cash 
payments  ab  the  service  is  rendered.  State  v.  Peninsular  Teleph;  Co. 
(Fla.)  P.UJR.1917E,  463  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  76  So.  201). 

132.  Free  service  rendered  in  accordance  with  the  grant  of  a  fran- 
chise whereby  the  utility  obtains  the  right  to  do  business  within  the 
municipality  is  not  necessarily  a  discrimination  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Illinois  statute,  since  such  free  service  may,  within  reasonable 
limits,  be  considered  as  a  payment  for  the  privilege  granted  to  the 
utility.  St.  Clair  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Belleville  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917C, 
216. 

133.  Compensation  paid  to  a  city  for  permitting  electric  poles  to 
occupy  a  public  place  should  be  made  by  actual  cash  payments,  and  not 
by  the  rendering  of  free  service  to  the  city.  St.  Clair  County  Gas  &  E. 
Co.  V.  Belleville  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  216. 

134.  A  city's  contract,  unlimited  as  to  time,  to  pay  for  water  service 
a  sum  equal  to  the  taxes  assessed  against  the  water  company,  is  valid 
where  the  company's  charter  authorized  the  city  to  make  such  a  con- 
tract, and  fixed  no  time  limit  for  the  operation  of  the  contract.  Belfast 
V.  Belfast  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  313  (S.  C.  116  Me.  234^  L.R^. 
1917B,  908,  98  Atl.  738. 

DISINFECTION* 

Charge  for  disinfecting  live  stock  cars,  see  Rates,  246-249. 

DISMISSAIi. 

Discretion  of  Commission  as  to  dismissing  complaint  upon  stipula- 
tion by  the  parties,  see  Pbocedube,  1. 

Of  bills  to  enjoin  enforcement  of  rates  in  advance  of  actual  trial, 
see  Pbocedube,  3. 

Ground  for  dismissal  of  complaint,  see  Pbocedube,  12. 

Commission  may  dismiss  proceedings  to  secure  speedy  court  ruling 
as  to  its  jurisdiction,  see  Pbocedube,  13. 

DI8PI7TED  BIIX8. 

Right  to  discontinue  service  for  non-payment  of  disputed  bills,  see 
Payment,  31. 

DISSOLUTION. 

Power  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service  by  utility  as 
affected  by  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporations, 
see  Sebvice,  21. 

Application  of  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporation  on 
right  of  public  utility  to  abandon  service,  see  Sebvice,  84. 

BXSTRIBUTINO  COMPANY. 

£lectrio  producing  company  supplying  eonsmners.  In  territory  served 
by  distributing  company  not  to  discriminate  against  latter,  see 

DlSCBIHINATION,   113. 
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DISTRIBUTING  SYSTEk— DIVDENDS.  146 

Right  of  producing  company  to  furniA  servi^  in  territory  oc- 
cupied by  distributing  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competi- 
tion, 19,  2O4 

Company  fumishimg  water  to  distributing  company  as  public  util- 
ity, see  Public  Utilities,  7. 

Consideration  of  amount  paid  for  commodity  in  ftting  operating 
expense,  see  Retubn,  125,  128. 

Supplying  energy  to  single  industry  as  "distribution,''  see  Sebvice, 
144. 

BISTRIBUnHG  SYSTEM. 

Apportionment  of  values,  revenues,  and  expenses  of  natural  gas  pro- 
ducing system  between  distributing  systems,  see  Apportion- 
ment, 7. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  electric  distributing  plant,  see  Depbeciation, 
23,  24. 

Loss  of  natural  gas  in,  see  Natubal  Gas,  2,  S. 

BISTBICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Statutory  duty  of  Commission  to  ascertain  adequate  and  proper 
rates  for  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  4. 

Rates  for  street  railways  using  aqueduct  bridge,  see  Rates,  43. 

District  of  Columbia  statute  as  imposing  on  utility  common-law 
duty  to  render  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates,  see  Serv- 
ice, 2. 

Standards  for  electric  and  watt-hour  meters,  see  Service,  127. 

BIVIBEKBS. 

Small  divid^ds  as  affecting  right  to  increase  rates,  see  Retubn,  8. 

Effect  of  liberal  dividends  in  the  past  upon  future  return,  see  Re- 
turn, 13. 

Distinction  between  return  and  dividends,  see  Return,  27. 

Payment  of,  out  of  stock  subscription,  see  Return,  31. 

Return  to  yield  dividends  to  attract  capital,  see  Return,  54-57. 

Payment  of  exorbitant  salaries  to  officers  and  small  dividends  of  no 
concern  to  ratepayers,  see  Return,  131. 

Surplus,  when  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Security  Issues,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  legality  of  organization  of  di- 
rectors upon  application  to  issue  securities,  see  Security  Is- 
sues, 9. 

Commission  not  bound  by  discretion  of  directors  in  issuing  scrip 
dividends,  see  Security  Issues,  14. 

Issuance  of  stock  dividend,  see  Svoubity  Issub«,  19,  20. 

Sale  of  treasury  stock  for  payment  of  dividends,  when  permissible, 
see  Sbcxtbity  Issues,  30,  31. 

Funds  for,  considered  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  324. 

Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  dividends,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  855, 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 10. 
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IM  DIVISION  OF  COSTS  AND  EARNINGS— DUTIES. 

BIVISIOH  or  COSTS  AMD  BAKIfTWOS. 

See  also  Appobtiommkiit, 

See  also,  generally,  Monopolt  aud  CoMPBimoif. 

Between  tele^iooe  exchanges,  see  Sbyux^  258-£99» 

DIVISIOH  or  TEmBKTOBT. 

See  Monopolt  and  Compitithhi. 

DOCTORS. 

Discrimination  in  telephone  rate  to,  see  Discbiminatioit,  34. 

DOMESTIC  COHSUMEBS. 

See  generally  Conbumebs  and  Patbonb. 

Preference  to  be  given  to  domestic  consumers  of  natural  gas  in  ease 
of  shortage  of  supply,  see  Discbimination,  111;  Sbbvicb,  178. 

DOMESTIC  SERVICE. 

Apportionment  of  expenses,  values  and  revenues  of  water  eompany 
to  domestic  service,  see  Appobtionment,  39-44,  49,  52,  53. 

Statute  authorizing  city  to  contract  for  water  for  public  uses  as 
authorizing  right  to  contract  for  domestic  uses,  see  MUNIOI- 
palttibs,  2.   ' 

domestic  utiutt. 

Purchase  by  foreign  utility  of  capital  stock  from  a  domestic  utility, 
see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  19-23. 

DOEATED  PBOPERTT. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  285-288. 

Affecting  allowance  for  going  value,  see  Valuation,  404. 

DRAWBRIDGES. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  highway  gates  ai  drawbridge  open- 
ing, see  Sqivice,  54. 

Street  railways  to  stop  cars  and  establish  safety  devices  at  draw- 
bridges, see  Sebvice,  230. 

DRnxniG. 

Cost  of  drilling  natural  gas  wells  as  operating  expense  or  capital 
charge,  see  Valuation,  236,  237. 

DUE  PROCESS. 

See  Constitutional  Law,  2-27. 

DUFUCATIOH  OF  FACIUTIES. 

Generally,  see  Monopoly  and  CoicnrrmoN. 

C<msideration  of,  in  passing  upon  amount  of  security  issues  to  be 
issued  by  eonsoHdated  company,  see  Sboumtt  Ibsxswb,  4t-^. 

DUTIES. 

Of  Conunission,  see  Commissions. 
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BWEXxnras. 

Valuation  of  dwellings  intended  for  ua*  of  intilitf  onployees,  see 
Valuation,  278. 

BABLT  LOME8. 

Early  losses  as  measure  of  going  value,  see  Valuatioit,  83,  S84- 
406. 

C<msideration  of  plant  as  a  going  concern  although  there  were 
no  early  losses  or  such  losses  had  been  recpuped,  see  Valua- 
tion, 361-365. 

Generally,  see  Retubn. 

Consideration  of   revenues   from   interstate  movements   in   fixing 

intrastate  rates,  see  Rates,  230. 
Issuance  of  scrip  dividends  against,  see  Secxtbitt  Issinss,  21. 
Consideration  of  earnings  in  fixing  value  for  municipal  acquisition, 

see  Valuation,  61,  70. 
Capitalisation  of  earnings  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  51- 

55,  70. 
Capitalization  of  property  paid  for  out  of  earnings,  see  Valuation, 

212. 
Allowance  for  earnings  invested  in  plant,  see  Valuation,  238,  239. 
Monthly  income  as  measure  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation, 

330. 
Early  losses  as  measure  of  going  value  where  such  losses  had  been 

met  out  of  earnings,  see  Valuatkw,  392-409. 


Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  easements,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  861. 

ECOHOKT. 

See  EPFiciEWCfY. 

SFFICIEHCT. 

No  allowance  for  annual  depreciation  charge  where  property  is 
kept  in  high   standard  of  efficiency  and  condition,   see  De- 

PBECIATION,  3. 
Depreciation  be<;ause  of  inadequacy  from  failure  to  install  mains 

of  sufficient  capacity  for  reasonable  growth  of  city,  see  De« 

pbeciation,  68,  61. 
Allowance  for  in  return,  see  Retubn,  43-49. 
Consideration  of  savings  effected  through  joint  operation  of  several 

departments  in  fixing  operating  expenses,  see  Retukn,  117. 
Effect  of  high  degree  of  efficiency  in  determining  depreciation,  see 

VALUASlOfi,  21-24. 
Allowance  for  bringing  plant  up  to  present  state  of  efficiency,  see 

Valuation,  35. 
Of  operation  considered  in  allowance  for  overheads,  see  Valuation, 

109. 
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148  ELECTRICAL  INTERFERENCE;  ELECTRICITY,  L 

ELECTRICAL  IlfTERFEREKCE. 

See  Electricitt  generally,  and  particularly  14-20. 

ELECTBICITT. 

I.  In  general,  i. 
II,  Jurisdiction  of  CommisHon,  ;9— 5. 

III,  Construction  and  equipment,  II— i  7. 

a.  In  general,  0-P. 

h.  Rules  and  standards,  10^13. 

c.  Electrical  interference  between  tcires,  14—17. 

IV.  Division  of  cost  of  eliminating  electrical  interference,  18^ 

20. 

J.  In  general. 

See  also  Wires  and  Cables. 

Accounting  for  electric  company,  see  AccouiniNO. 

'^Hours'  use"  method  of  cost  analysis  in  fixing  rates  for  different  classes 

of  electric  consumers,  see  Appobtionment,  3. 
Basis  for  apportioning  value  of  land  used  by  electric  and  other  plants, 

see  Appobtionment,  4-8. 
Apportionment  between  gas  and  electric  departments,  see  Appobtion- 
ment, 55,  56. 
Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  heating  departments,  oi  utility, 

see  Apportionment,  57,  58. 
Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  telephone  departments  of  utility, 

see  Appobtionment,  59-62. 
Apportionment  between  water  and  electric  departments,  flee  AppOvrMm- 

MENT,  68-66. 
Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  operating  electric,  gas,  and  heating 

departments,  see  Appobtionment,  67-69. 
Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  furnishing  electricity,   steam,  and 

interurban  railway  service,  see  Appobtionment,  70. 
Noise  and  odor  from  fuel  in  operation  of  plant,  see  Cebxificatb  Of 

Convenience  and  Necessity,  17a. 
Sale  of  steam  plant  to  electric  company,  see  Consoudation,  Mebgeb,  and 

Sale,  13. 
Rate  of  depreciation  of  electric  plant,  see  DEPBSCiAmoN,  18,  19-26. 
Railway  company  guaranteeing  bonds  of  electric  coinpany  as  not  entitled 

to  rate  unfair  to  other  consumers,  see  Discrimination,  7. 
Discrimination  in  rates,  tee  Disoumination  generally,  and  partieolarly 

55,  79-82. 
Discrimination  in  quantity  discounts  for  electricity,  see  DiacBiMiNA- 

Tiow,  126. 
Purchase  of  power  by  one  utility  from  another,  see  Intbboobpobats 

Relations,  6. 
Use  of  railroad  right  of  way  for  electrical  line,  see  iNnBOOBPOBATE  Rb- 

LATIONS,  7. 
Lease  of  electric  system,  see  Lcasiss,  1,  2. 
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Bight  of  producing  company  to  invade  territory  occupied  by  diitribating 
company,  see  Mohopolt  and  CoitPETmoN,  19,  20. 

Manufacturing  company  selling  surplus  electric  current  as  public  utility, 
see  Public  Utilities,  11, 12. 

Private  transmission  line  over  public  property  as  constituting  owner 
a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  13. 

Approval  of  contract  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  between 
two  utilities  aa  affecting  power  to  regulate  rates,  see  Rates,  10. 

Kates  based  on  sliding  scale  for,  see  Rates,  80. 

Adjusting  rates  upon  the  average  cost  of  coal,  see  Rates,  130,  132,  133. 

Rates  for  electricity,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly  134-160. 

Commercial  lighting  rate  for  eleotrk  lights  installed  by  private  cor- 
poration around  its  plant,  see  Rates,  136. 

Electric  rates  for  breakdown  service  for  moving  picture  theater,  see 
Rates,  143. 

Minimum  charge  for  electricity,  see  Rates,  152-156. 

Electric  rates  for  short  term  consumers,  see  Rates,  159. 

Railroads  required  to  give  electric  utility  furnishing  power  to  manu- 
facturing plants  manufacturer's  rate  on  coal,  see  Rates,  211. 

Reasonableness  of  return  of  electric  company,  see  Return,  61-73. 

Right  of  utility  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  Commission  where 
franchise  has  expired,  see  Service,  29. 

Duty  of  utilities  to  make  extensions  generally,  see  Service,  56-76. 

Right  of  utilities  generally,  to  discontinue  service,  see  Service,  77-90. 

Right  of  tenants  in  apartment  houses,  upon  discontinuance  of  electric 
service  to  building,  see  Service,  81. 

Discontinuance  without  notice  of  service  to  school,  during  vacation 
period,  see  Service,  97,  98. 

Service  by  electric  company,  see  Service  generally,  and  particularly 
143-157. 

Supplying  energy  to  single  industry  as  "distribution,"  see  Service,  144. 

Hours  for  street  lighting,  see  Service,  152. 

Valuation  of  system,  see  Valuation. 

Right  to  capitalize  expense  incurred  in  purchasing  consumer's  electrical 
equipment  rendered  useless  by  change  in  service,  see  Valuation, 
230. 

Method  of  determining  value  of  consumers'  electrical  equipment,  see 
Valuation,  293-298. 

Working  capital  for  electric  plant,  see  Valuation,  321,  322,  334,  337, 
339,  340,  342,  347,  349. 

Discussion  of  new  developments  in  the*  electric  art  aa  affecting  the 
expenses  of  the  utility  and  of  the  consumer,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  802. 

Discussion  of  rates  for  incandescent  are  lamps  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  679. 

Annotation  on  compensation  for  use  of  eleetrio  transmission  line, 
P.U.R.1917P,  p.  174. 

1.  The  raising  of  the  voltage  of  a  transmission  line  from  13,000 
volts  at  which  it  is  normally  operated  to  22/)00  brings  it  within  the 
purview  of  chapter  242  of  the  Nebraska  Laws  of  1915,  notwithstanding 
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160  ELECTRICITY,  II. 

the  fact  that  sometime  in  the  past  the  line  was  operated  for  a  time  at 
22,000  volts.    Re  Blue  River  Power  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  679. 

II.  Jurisdiction  of  ComnUaMon. 

Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  to  telephone  company  for  in- 
duction  from  high  voltage  transmission  line,  see  Damages,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  to  order  the  discontinuance  of 
electric  service  on  complaint  of  municipality  that  wiring  of  building 
it  unsafe,  see  Sebvice,  17. 

2.  The  California  Commissicm  hat  no  jurisdiction  to  grant  any 
exemption  from  the  Safety  Laws  of  1911,  chapter  499,  as  amended  by 
Lows  of  1915,  chapter  600,  prescribing  regulations  for  the  construction, 
reconstruction,  maintenance,  and  use  of  electric  poles  and  other  appli- 
ances.    Re  Mt.  Konocti  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  160. 

3.  The  Vermont  Commission  can  require  an  electric  company  to 
move  high-tension  poles  erected  in  dangerous  proximity  to  telegraph 
poles,  under  Acts  of  1908,  No.  116,  §  9,  giving  the  Commission  jurisdic- 
tion in  all  matters  respecting  the  "manner  of  operating  and  conducting 
any  business  subject  to  supervision  under  this  act,  so  as  to  be  reason- 
able and  expedient,  and  to  promote  the  safety,  convenience,  and  accom- 
modation of  the  public,"  and  respecting  the  "sufHciency  and  maintenance 
of  proper  systems,  plants,  conduits,  appliances,  wires,  and  exchanges. 
..."  Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Burlington  Traction  Co.  (Vt.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  320  (S.  C.  90  Vt.  606,  99  Atl.  4). 

4.  There  is  no  unreasonable  exercise  of  power  by  a  Commission 
requiring  an  electric  company  which  has  erected  high-tension  poles  close 
to  telegraph  poles,  to  move  its  poles  to  a  minimum  distance  of  30  feet 
from  the  others,  or  to  cease  using  the  line,  the  separation  being  the 
most  reasonable  and  feasible  manner  of  eliminating  the  danger.  West- 
ern U.  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Burlington  Traction  Co.  (Vt.)  P.U.R.1917C,  320 
(S.  C.  90  Vt.  606,  99  Atl.  4). 

4a.  Although  the  Missouri  Commission  has  no  power  to  grant  in- 
junctions, it  has  jurisdiction  under  §  116  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law,  of  the  subject-matter  of  a  telephone  company's  complaint 
alleging  that  another  utility  is  about  to  erect  a  high  voltage  transmis- 
sion line  so  near  the  telephone  line  as  to  imperil  the  lives  of  the  pub- 
lic and  the  patrons  and  employees  of  the  telephone  company,  and  to 
interfere  with  the  telephone  service.  Gilliam  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Alton- 
Slater  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  361. 

5.  Hie  Nebraska  Commission  has  no  power,  under  chapter  242  of 
the  Laws  of  1916,  to  assets  among  the  interested  parties  the  expense 
of  charges  for  removal  of  existing  transmission  telegraph  or  telephone 
or  signal  lines  made  necessary  by  the  construction  of  a  new  trans- 
mission line,  except  where  both  sides  of  the  highway  are  occupied  by 
existing  transmission  telephone  or  telegraph  lines,  and  the  Commis- 
sion ordered  one  tide  vacated.  Re  Blue  River  Power  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  679. 
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III.  Canairm^Uan  mnd  eqmipmieni. 
a.  In  ffeneral. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  high-voltage  traoBmiBsion  lines,  see  Ceb- 

TIFICATX  or  CONVKNIElfCB  AND  NlSCESSIlT,  3,  4,  18. 

standards  for  installation  of  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of  gas  and 
steam  companies,  see  Gab,  1. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  charge  fee  for  inspecting  installations  made 
by  persons  not  connected  with  utility,  see  Ratvs,  138. 

Tranaformers  in  moving  picture  theaters  to  change  alternating  to  direct 
current,  see  SxBVicaB,  120. 

Standards  for  electric  services  and  meters,  see  Sebvige,  127-129. 

Charge  for  lamps,  see  Sbkvicb,  141, 142, 

Removal  of  lamps  on  ehange  of  rate  schedule  by  a  consumer,  see  Sebv- 
ige, 153. 

Utility  to  furnish  Tungsten  lamps  rather  than  Gem  lamps,  see  Sebviob, 
154. 

Change  from  direct  to  alternating  current,  see  Service,  155-157. 

Period  for  construction  of  electric  plant  for  computing  interest  during 
constructicm,  see  Valuation,  144. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  electric  wires  on  wood  poles  used  jointly,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  938. 

Standards  in  New  York  for  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of  gas 
and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  262. 

Discussion  of  congressional  regulation  of  construction  of  electric 
wiring  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  580. 

6.  The  operation  of  a  high-voltage  transmission  line  along  a  high- 
way will  not  be  forbidden  on  the  ground  that  it  will  be  dangerous  and 
impossible  to  safeguard  the  crossings,  where  the  statute  provides  for  the 
construction  of  such  lines,  and  properly  safeguarded  crossings  are  being 
continually  built  and  maintained.  Re  Sumner  Light  k  P.  Co.  (Iowa) 
P.U.R.1917B,  513. 

7.  Reconstruction  of  electric  and  telephone  systems  under  the  regu- 
lations prescribed  by  the  California  Laws  of  1911,  chapter  499,  as 
amended  by  Laws  of  1915,  chapter  600,  cannot  be  deferred  until  re* 
construction  becomes  necessary  through  depreciation  or  other  rea- 
sons; since  the  statutes  are  safety  measures  and  should  be  enforced  as 
such.    Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  144. 

8.  Electric  and  telep|ione  utilities  were  granted  extensions  of  time 
to  a  specified  day  in  which  to  complete  reconstruction  necessary  under 
the  California  Safety  Laws  of  1911,  chapter  499,  as  amended  by  Laws 
of  1915,  chapter  600,  provided  that  a  certain  proportion  of  the  work 
be  completed  before  that  time  and  on  designated  dates.  Re  Los  Angeles 
Gas  ft  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  144. 

9.  An  electric  utility  was  granted  an  extension  of  time  to  a  speci- 
fied day  in  which  to  complete  reconstruction  necessary  under  the  Cali- 
fornia Safety  Laws  of  1911,  chapter  499,  as  amended  hy  Laws  of  1915, 
chapter  600,  provided  that  one  half  the  work  shall  be  completed  by  a 
dedgnated  day.  Re  Mt.  KcmocU  Light  ft  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
160. 
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h.  RUlea  mid  sUmdardB. 

10.  Rules  for  overhead  electrical  construction  were  adopted  by  the 
Illinois  Commission  to  be  effective  from  October  12,  1916.  Re  Rules 
for  Overhead  Electrical  Construction  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  843. 

11.  The  Iowa  Commission  established  rules  for  the  construction  of 
overhead  high-tension  lines  of  electric  companies  and  electric  railways 
crossing  or  paralleling  telephone  and  telegraph  lines,  and  for  crossings 
of  electric  light  and  power  lines  over  railroads.  Re  Electrical  Inter- 
ference (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

12.  Standards  for  electrical  construction  and  operation  to  safeguard 
electrical  employees,  consumers,  and  the  general  public  were  adopted 
by  the  joint  order  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  and  the  Wisconsin  In« 
dustrial  Commission  to  apply  on  new  construction  and  replacements 
begun  subsequent  to  July  1,  1917.  Re  Standards  for  Electric  Systems 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  225.. 

13.  In  measuring  clearances  required  by  Nebraska  senate,  file  66  of 
1915,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  fact  that  every  wire  strung 
along  the  highways  is  required  by  statute  (Neb.  Rev.  Stat.  1913,  \^  7418- 
7420 ),  to  be  at  least  20  feet  above  any  road  which  it  crosses ;  and  that 
if  a  transmission  line  crosses  over  an  existing  wire,  where  such  wire 
crosses  a  road  sufficient  space  must  be  allowed  so  that  the  existing 
wire  may  be  raised  to  the  height  required  by  law  without  impairing 
the  clearances  enjoined  by  said  senate  file.  Re  Blue  River  Power  Co. 
(Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  679. 

c.  Electrical  interference  between  wires. 

Order  requiring  removal  of  high  tension  electric  poles  to  eliminate  inter- 
ference with  telegraph  lines  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitu- 
TiONAL  Law,  3. 

14.  In  authorizing  the  construction  of  an  electric  transmission  line, 
the  Commission  has  authority  to  impose  the  condition  that  the  power 
line  should  be  constructed  upon  the  opposite  side  of  the  street  from  an 
existing  telephone  line,  at  a  distance  from  the  t^ephone  line  equal  to 
the  height  which  the  power  line  is  above  the  ground,  and  that  all  of 
the  crossings  be  constructed  in  accordance  with  the  specifications  ap- 
proved by  the  National  Electric  Light  Association  or  by  the  Bureau  of 
Standards.  Re  Caruthersville  &  K.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1012. 

15.  In  granting  a  certificate  of  convebience  lor  the  construction  of 
a  high-voltage  transmission  line  along  a  highway  already  occupied  by 
a  telephone  line,  the  Missouri  Conunission  refused  to  mi^  it  a  condi- 
tion that  the  electric  company  pay  to  the  telephone  company  the  coat 
of  changing  grounded  lines  to  metallic,  and  of  retransposing  metallic 
lines  in  order  to  overcome  inductive  interference,  where  it  appeared  that 
the  grounded  lines  were  already  inadequate  and  the  extent  of  the  inter- 
ference with  the  .metallic  lines  was  almost  wholly  conjecturaL  Be 
Caruthersville  &  K.  Electric  Light  &,  P.  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.  1917C,  1012. 

16.  Parallels  of  transmission  and  telephone  lines  should  be  avoided, 
if  possible  to  do  so  without  a  largo  expense,  but  where  it  is  necessary 
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to  have  a  parallel,  the  two  lines  should  be  separated  by  the  width  d  the 
highway.    Re  Electrical  Interference  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

17.  The  operation  of  a  high -voltage  tranamission  line  which  by 
induction  injures  service  on  a  telephone  line  will  not  be  forbidden  until 
the  construction  of  the  transmission  line  complies  with  an  agreement 
with  the  telephone  company,  where  there  would  be  induotion  even  if  the 
line  were  constructed  according  to  the  ccmtraet,  and  where  the  telephone 
line  could  at  a  small  expense  be  modified  or  changed  to  avoid  induction. 
Re  Sumner  Light  A  P.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  613. 

rv.  Division  of  cosi  of  eliminaHng  electrical  interference. 

Annotation  on  apportioning  cost  of  elimination  of  electrical  inter- 
ference^  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  174. 

18.  The  liability  for  the  cost  of  eliminating  electrical  interference 
between  hi^-voltage  lines  of  street  railways  and  power  companies  and 
the  lines  of  telephone  and  telegraph  companies  occupying  the  public 
hi^ways  falls  upon  the  company  having  the  inferior  right  to  use  the 
highway,  the  rights  of  electric  railways  and  other  companies  facilitat- 
ing ordinary  travel  always  being  superior  to  those  of  a  telephone  or  tele- 
graph company  irrespective  of  priority  of  occupancy,  and  the  rights  of 
companies  not  connected  with  public  travel  depending  upon  priority 
of  occupancy.    Re  Electrical  Interference  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

19.  An  electric  railway  or  other  company  connected  with  public 
travel  has  no  superior  right  as  to  any  interference  occasioned  by  the 
leakage  of  electricity  spreading  out  beyond  the  public  highways  to  tele- 
phone receivers  of  private  parties  on  their  own  premfses.  Re  Electrical 
Interference  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

20.  The  cost  of  eliminating  electrical  interference  between  a  tele- 
phone line  and  an  electric  railway  off  of  a  public  highway  must  be 
borne  by  the  company  entering  the  field  last.  Re  Electrical  Interference 
(Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

ELECTRIC  RAILWAY. 

See  also  Inteburban  Railways  ;  Stiket  Railways. 

Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  contract  providing  for  per 
diem  charge  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  electric  railway 
to  shipper's  track,  see  CoNsnrnTioxAL  Law,  64. 

Requiring  railroads  to  spot  cars  at  terminals  at  request  of  con- 
signee so  that  contents  may  be  drawn  by  electric  road,  as  dis- 
crimination, see  Discrimination,  117. 

Electric  railroad  as  "street  railroad**  or  "railroad"  within  meaning 
of  California  statute  relative  to  street  railway  fares  in  a  city, 
see  Rates,  259. 

Spotting  of  cars  upon  request  of  consignee  where  cars  are  unloaded 
and  contents  carried  away  by  electric  railroad,  see  Service, 
216. 

BLBVATED  RAILROADS. 

One-man  street  cars  with  proper  safety  devices,  see  Sesvice,  239. 
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BLETATOBS. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  construe  leases  for  elevator  pur- 
poses, see  Ck>MMissiOMS,  24. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  receiver  to  permit 
portable  elevators  to  remain  on  right  of  way,  see  Commib- 
SIGNS,  44. 

Safety  devices  on,  see  Suvioe,  148. 

Storage  of  portable  elevators  on  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Sebvicb, 
200. 

EUMIHATIOH. 

Of  grade  crossings,  see  Cbossings,  19-23. 

EXBAMKMEHT. 

Allowance  for  shrinkage  when  estimating  cost  of  excavation  of 
size  of  embankment,  see  Valuation,  28. 

EMEBGEKCIE8. 

Time  for  passing  upon  applications,  see  CoMiassiONS,  2. 

Massachusetts  statute  as  giving  Commission  power  to  permit 
emergency  rate  to  be  put  into  effect  without  notice,  see 
Rates,  24. 

Power  of  Ohio  Commission  to  fix  an  emergency  rate  during  suspen- 
sion of  city  ordinance  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  25. 

As  to  what  constitutes  an  emergency  within  statute  authorizing 
the  Commission  to  fix  a  temporary  rate,  see  Rates,  26. 

Increased  operating  expenses  as  ''emergency"  under  Wisconsin  stat- 
ute, authorizing  Commission  to  suspend  railroad  rates,  see 
Rates,  210. 

Utility  not  to  be  required  to  operate  at  a  loss  even  in  an  emergency, 
see  Return,  39. 

Surplus  to  take  care  of  extraordinary  emergencies,  see  Return, 
168,  169. 

Seating  capacity  of  cars  in  emergencies,  see  Service,  246. 

Allowance  in  valuation  proceedings  for  property  used  only  la 
emergencies,  see  Valuation,  262-272. 

Allowance  for,  in  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  319. 

Rules  in  New. Hampshire  requiring  telephones  to  make  prorisiont 
for,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  677. 

EMnfEHT  DOMAUr. 

See  also  Municipal  Plant. 

Appeal  from  order  as  to  exercise  of,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  4. 

Requiring  physical  connection  between  competing  telephones  as 
exercise  of  power  of  eminent  domain,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
26,  27. 

Right  of  corporation  exercising  right  of  eminent  domain  for  rail- 
road to  convert  road  into  industrial  line  or  plant  facility,  see 
Public  Utilities,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  exercise  power  of, 
s«e  Service,  37. 
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1.  Where  a  sidetrack  becomes  a  part  of  the  trackage  of  a  railroad 
to  be  operated  as  a  part  of  its  railway  system,  the  taking  of  property 
therefor  is  a  taking  for  a  public  purpose.  Ochs  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  v. 
Chicago  k  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917C,  236  (S.  C.  1S6  MimL 
323,  L.R.A.— ,  — ,  160  N.  W.  866). 

2.  A  spur  track  required  by  an  order  of  the  Railroad  and  Ware- 
house Commission  to  be  constructed  by  the  defendant,  in  part  at  its  own 
expense,  to  connect  with  the  plaintiflfs  plant,  was  for  a  public  use,  and 
such  order  did  not  amount  to  the  taking  of  property  for  private  use* 
Range  Sand  Lime  Brick  Co.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R. 
1W7F,  525  (S.  C.  —  Minn.  — ,  LJIJL— ,  — ,  163  N.  W.  666). 

EMPLOTEE8. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  removal  of  powder  magadne  by 

railroad  to  protect  employees,  see  Commissions,  33. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  amount  of  wages  paid  employees, 

see  Commissions,  42. 
Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  dictate  identity  of  em- 

ployees  of  railway  company,  see  Commissions,  42a. 
Lower  steamship  rates  to  Navy  Yard  employees  as  unlawful  di8< 

crimination,  see  Disciimination,  70. 
Standards  of  electrical  construction  for  the  protection  of,  see  Elec- 

TWCFTY,  12. 
Pajmient  of  bonus  and  pensions  to  employees,  see  Rbtubn,  164-166 
Allowance  for  value  of  dwellings  intended  for  use  of  employees, 

see  Valuation,  278. 

Rules  in  New  Hampshire  requiring  telephone  companies  to  make 
provision  against  illness  of  operators,  P.U.R.1017B,  p.  677. 

EHGnfEERlUG  EXFEH 8SS* 

Payment  for,  by  operating  company  to  parent  company,  see  Re< 

TURN,  153. 
Allowance  for,  in  overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,  108,  114,  115, 

117,  126-131,  174,  176,  178. 

EHGIHEEBS. 

Small  concern  not  to  employ  both  engineer  and  manager,  see 
Retubn,  133. 

Excessive  operating  expenses  as  chargeable  to  stockholders  and  not 
to  ratepayers,  see  Retubn,  134. 

Order  requiring  delivery  of  31-order8  to  engineer  as  well  as  con- 
ductor, see  Service,  183. 

BXaiHB  TON  MIUL 

As  basis  for  apportioning  maintenance  of  railroad  ways  and  struc- 
tures, see  AppomoNMBNT,  17. 

mwmnaan. 

See  Oosrsnucnoif  and  Equipment. 
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EQUIPMEKT  TRUST  CERTIFICATES. 

Issuance  of,  see  Seccbity  Issues.  ^ 

EQUITT. 

Receiver's  action  in  tnandamus  in  state  court  not  such  adequate 
rennedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunction 
suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Injunotion,  8. 

ERROR. 

See  also  Appeal  and  Review. 

Effect  of  technical  error  on  application  for  certificate,  see  Cebtui- 
CATE  OP  Convenience  and  Necessity,  2. 

ESTIMATES. 

Weight  to  be  attached  to,  see  Valuation,  7-9. 

ESTOPPEL. 

Failure  to  apply  for  modification  of  Commission  as  precluding  ap- 
pellant from  urging  denial  of  due  process  on  account  of  in- 
definiteness,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  12. 

Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege 
invalidity  of  statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate  rail- 
road crossings  and  apportion  costs,  see  Municipauties,  5. 

Effect  of  recognition  of  agreement  between  utilities  relative  to 
service  in  disputed  territory  upon  right  of  Commission  to 
order  service  in  such  territory,  see  Obdebs,  4. 

1.  A  water  utility  is  estopped  from  questioning  the  validity  of  a 
contract  to  supply  a  city  with  water,  where  it  has  received  the  bene- 
fits of  the  contract  for  many  years.  Belfast  v.  Belfast  Water  Co. 
(Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  313  (S.  C.  115  Me.  234,  L.R.A.1917B,  908,  98 
At).  738). 

2.  A  utility  is  not  estopped  to  deny  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com- 
mission after  submitting  to  its  jurisdiction  by  filing  schedules  of  rates 
and  requesting  permission  to  cancel  rates  previously  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission. Civic  League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
576  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  412). 

3.  The  fact  that  the  receiver  of  a  natural  gas  company  has  put  in 
force  a  rate  fixed  by  a  state  Commission  is  not  in  itself  a  bar  to  his 
subsequent  suit  in  a  Federal  court  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  the 
rate.  Landon  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120 
(S.  C.  234  Fed.  152). 

4.  That  a  receiver  of  a  natural  gas  company  operating  property 
as  a  unit  in  three  states  has  claimed  in  a  state  court  that  he  is  en- 
gaged in  intrastate  commerce,  or  that  the  court  has  so  held,  does  not 
of  itself  bar  him  from  maintaining  a  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin 
the  rates  as  being  confiscatory,  especially  where  the  holding  of  t^e  court 
was  not  necessary  to  the  decision.  Landon  v.  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234  Fed.  152). 

5.  A  telephone  company  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase  in  r«let  upon 
furnishing  physical  connection  with  the  local  exchange  of  another  com- 
pany, and  has  no  standing  to  question  the  legality  of  its  franchise  from 
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the  city,  nw  to  urge  that  an  order  of  the  GommUaion  requiring  physical 
connection,  without  authorizing  an  increase  in  rates  or  the  collection 
of  an  arbitrary  charge  for  intercommunication  between  the  telephone 
exchanges,  is  a  taking  of  its  property  without  compensation,  where  it 
fixed  its  rates  after  accepting  the  franchise  which  provided  that  it 
agreed  '*to  connect  with  any  local  telephone  exchange  that  may  be  es- 
tablished within  the  city  and  to  furnish  service  at  a  reasonable  rate/* 
since  the  words,  '^reasonable  rate,"  must  be  construed  as  having  ref- 
erence to  the  rental  rates  charged  for  telephone  service  without  an  ar- 
bitrary charge  for  intercommunication  between  the  exchanges  when  once 
connected,  and  the  company  must  be  presumed  to  have  adopted  rates 
that  were  sufficient  for  all  the  services  which  it  had  agreed  in  its  fran- 
chise to  furnish.  Milbank  v.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  371. 

EUBOFBAH  WAB. 

See  War. 

BVIDEHCE. 

/.  Rremimptions  and  burden  of  proof,  1—5. 
II.  Weight  and  sufficiency,  6^10. 
Ill,  Opinion  evidence,  11, 

Review  of,  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  aitd  Review,  2,  3,  20,  23,  24,  20- 

33. 
Rejection  on  appeal  of  evidence  as  hearsay,  see  Appeal  and  Re- 
view, 28. 
Power  of  Alabama  Commission  to  compel  production  of  books  for 

examination  by  adverse  party,  see  Commissions,  35. 
Validity  of  order  which  is  broader  than  the  issues  raised  by  the 

pleading  and  evidence,  see  Orders,  2. 
Questions  as  to  jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  be  determined  before 

taking  of  evidence,  see  Procedure,  14. 
Rate  fixed  by  Commission  to  be  based  on  evidence  taken,  see  Rates, 

12. 
Of  value  or  cost,  see  Valuation,  7-9. 

Use  of  assessed  value  to  show  rate  value,  sec  Valuation,  71-73. 
Valuation  of  land  by  witnesses  speaking  from  actual  knowledge, 

see  Valuation,  302. 
Of  prescriptive  right  of  flowage,  see  Waters  and  Water  Rights,  2. 
Commissioners  as  witnesses,  see  Witnesses,  1. 

I.  IPreeumptiona  and  burden  of  proof. 

Prima  facie  reasonableness  of  Commission's  order,  see  Appeal  and 

Review,  17-19,  21,  23,  24. 
Statute  making  findings  of  Commission  prima  facie  correct  on  appeal 

as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10,  11. 
Presumption  that  purchaser  of  mileage  book  rides  oftener  than  other 

passengers,  see  Discrimination,  35. 
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Conclusiveness  of  Commission's  valuation  of  utility's  plant  under  stat- 
ute making  findings  of  Commission  "conclusive  evidence  of  facts 
therein  stated,"  see  Obders,  6. 

Burden  of  proof  of  reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Rates,  55,  66; 

Voluntary  rates  presumed  reasonable,  see  Rates,  123. 

1.  Rules  of  public  utilities  are  presumed  to  be  reasonable,  and  the 
burden  of  proof  is  upon  those  who  challenge  the  reasonableness  of  the 
rules.  Western  Retail  Lumbermen's  Asbo.  v.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R. 
Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917C,  915. 

2.  Under  a  statute  placing  the  burden  of  proof  of  showing  the 
unlawfulnee?  or  unreasonableness  of  a  Commission  order  upon  the 
complainant  (Mich.  Pub.  Acts  1913,  No.  206,  §  18),  a  complainant 
must  show  affirmatively  that  a  physical  connection  ordered  by  the  Com* 
mission  will  inflict  upon  it  an  undue  loss  and  one  that  cannot  be  pre- 
vented by  the  adjustment  of  rates.  Michigan  State  Tekph.  Co.  v. 
Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  355  (S.  C.  —  Mich. 
— ,  161N.  W.  240). 

3.  Where  the  reasonableness  of  a  rate  fixed  by  the  Railroad  Com- 
missioners for  the  transportation  of  a  particular  class  of  freight  is 
attacked  by  the  carrier,  against  whom  it  is  sought  to  be  enforced,  upon 
the  ground  that  the  rate  prescribed  will  require  the  carrier  to  perform 
a  service  without  reasonable  compensation  therefor,  or  upon  the  ground 
that  the  order  was  made  without  any  evidence  to  support  it,  the  burden 
is  upon  the  carrier  to  establish  by  evidence  which  is  clear  and  satis- 
factory such  ground  of  defense.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Flor- 
ida East  C^st  R.  Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1023  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  —,  73 
So.  171). 

4.  In  reducing  electric  rates,  the  Commission  assumed  that  the 
rates  for  municipal  use  were  satisfactory,  in  the  absence  of  complaint 
by  the  municipality,  and  gave  the  benefit  of  the  decrease  to  the  indi- 
vidual consumers.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
191 7D,  202. 

5.  Under  a  charter  preserving  to  a  reservoir  company  on  its  pur- 
chase of  an  existing  dam  all  franchises  and  flowage  rights,  either  per* 
fected  or  inchoate,  possessed  by  the  former  owner  at  the  time  of  the 
sale,  the  company  has  the  burden  of  proving  rights  of  fiowage  with 
reference  to  a  particular  dam  which  will  entitle  it  to  maintain  water 
at  a  level  higher  than  that  fixed  by  the  Railroad  Commission.  Chip- 
pewa &  F.  Improv.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
743  (S.  C.  164  Wis.  106,  169  N.  W.  739). 

II.  Weight  and  sufUciency, 

Sufficiency  of  evidence  to  support  findings  of  Commission,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  29-33. 

Proof  of  lease  from  corporation  minutes  showing  authorization  and 
acceptance  of  lease,  see  Leases,  3. 

Approval  of  consolidation  of  utilities  or  granting  of  certificate  of  con- 
venience as  evidencing  Commission's  approval  of  service  by  util- 
ity in  a  particular  territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Competitign,  9. 
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Sufficiency  of  evid^ce  to  Bustain  a  complaint  against  rates,  see  Rates, 

5. 
Evidence  to  oyercome  presumption  that  rates  fixed  by  Commission  are 

reasonable,  see  Retubn,  100. 

6.  A  railroad  company  does  not  make  a  prima  facie  sTiowing  of  the 
reasonableness  of  suspended  rates,  merely  because  an  exhibit,  offered  to 
prove  that  the  rates  are  justified  by  the  cost  of  the  service,  is  not  as- 
sailed by  protestants.  Re  Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
195. 

7.  That  the  construction  of  a  spur  track  will  be  "unreasonably 
harmful  to  public  interest"  is  not  established  by  the  mere  presumption 
that  if  it  is  constructed  a  competing  railroad  will  not  build  a  proposed 
extension  into  the  same  territory,  which  would  be  to  the  detriment  of 
shippers  who  would  otherwise  make  use  of  such  extension;  since  this 
would  affect  a  private  rather  than  a  public  interest.  Oconto  Co.  v. 
Chicago  k  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  370. 

8.  The  degree  of  proof  required  of  a  railroad  seeking  an  increase 
beyond  the  2  cents  a  mile  passenger  fare,  fixed  by  the  West  Virginia 
Act  of  1907,  is  to  show  clearly,  by  evidence,  that  the  2-cent  rate  is  con- 
fiscatory or  unreasonable.  Re  Chesapeake  k  O.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.U. 
1917D,  152. 

9.  An  averment  that  Pullman  traffic  is  insufficient  to  justify  addi- 
tional service  is  not  sustained  by  alleging  in  a  general  way  that  the 
service  would  involve  more  expense  than  the  receipt  would  amount  to. 
Arizona  Corp.  Commission  v.  Arizona  Eastern  R.  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  705. 

10.  Upon  the  question  of  the  reas<mablene8s  of  and  locality  dis- 
crimination in  rates  on  peaches  and  grapes  in  carloads  from  western 
Michigan  to  Detroit,  evidence  is  admissible  that  an  intrastate  apple 
rate  is  greater  than  the  interstate  apple  rate  to  Detroit,  as  throwing 
some  light  on  the  general  subject  and  showing  tliat  the  railroads  were 
parties  to  a  lower  interstate  tariff  for  fruit,  including  peaches  and 

.  grapes,  than  they  had  in  effect  in  Michigan.    Baldwin  &  Co.  v.  Pere 
Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  16. 

Ill,  Opinion  evidence. 

Opinion  evidence  of  value  of  established  business,  see  Valuation,  360. 
Opinion  evidence  as  sufficient  to  warrant  separate  allowance  for  going 
value,  see  Valuation,  370. 

11.  Opinion  evidence  that  a  2-cent  passenger  fare  applied  to  intra- 
state traffic  is  confiscatory,  based  upon  data  and  methods  of  apportion- 
ment used  by  railroad  witnesses,  cannot  prevail  over  a  different  con- 
clusion reached  from  other  data  and  metliods  which  the  Commission 
deems  reasonable.  Re  Chesapeake  A  0.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
152. 

EXCAVATION. 

Allowance  for  shrinkage  when  estimating  coit  of  excavation  by 
size  of  embankment,  see  Valuation,  28. 
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Consideration  of  rock  excavation  in  ascertaining  reproduction  coat 

of  water  system,  see  Valuation,  96. 
Consideration  in  valuation  proceeding  of  excavations  paid  lor  bj 

city,  see  Valuation,  288. 

EXCESS  BAGOAOE. 

See  Rates,  196-200. 

EXCESS  FARES. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  redemption  of  coupons  given  for,  see  Ap- 

PORTfONMENT,  22. 

Collection  of  excess  fares  from  interurban  railway  passengers  with- 
out tickets,  see  Rates,  180. 

Duty  to  hold  train  until  passenger  buys  ticket,  see  Rates,  195a. 

Duty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  that  he  may  purchase  ticket 
at  next  station,  see  Rates,  195b. 

EXCESSIVE  CHARGES. 

Refund  of,  see  Reparation. 

EXCHANGE  OF  PROPERTY. 

Excess  value  of  stock  over  assets  deducted  from  plant  account  of 
property  exchanged  for  stock,  see  Valuation,  59. 

EXCHANGES. 

Generally,  see  Telephones. 

Apportionment  as  between  town  exchange  and  rural  lines,  see  Ap- 
portionment, 28,  36-38. 

Certificate  of  convenience  necessary  where  utility  merely  proposes 
to  exchange  commodities,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and 
Necessity,  8. 

Right  of  stock  exchange  to  approve  applicant  for  stock  quotation 
ticker  service,  see  Discrimination,  118. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  division  of  telephone  territory  in-, 
to  exchanges,  see  Service,  65. 

Division  of  territory  between  telephone  exchanges,  see  Service,  268- 
264. 

EXEICPTIONS. 

From  reconstruction  under  the  California  Safety  Law,  see  Elec- 
tricity, 2. 

EXPENSES. 

See  Costs  and  Expensed 

EXPERT  TESTIMONT. 

See  Opinion  Evidencb. 

EXPERT  WITNESSES. 

See  Witnesses. 
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Apportionment  of  railroad  rerenues  and  expenses  between  passenger 

and  express  serrioe,  see  Appobtionment,  9. 
Jurisdiction  of  state  court  over  suits  to  enjoin  express  companies 

from  carrying  out  order  of  Interstate  GoBuaeree  Commissioii, 

see  CouBT8>  1. 
Necessity  of  following  requirements  of  state  statutes  in  obeyin|f 

order  of   Interstate   Commerce   Commissioni   see  Intebstati 

OOMMEBCB,  22. 
Injunction  against  express  rates  higher  than  those  authoriied  b> 

state  Commission,  see  IrnvBaTATB  Cokkebcb,  23. 
Effect  of  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  directiag  ez*^ 

press   companies  to  remove  existing  discriminations  against 

interstate  commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  intrastate 

rates,  see  Obdebs,  7-11. 
Kates  of  express  company,  see  Bates,  161. 

Comparison  of  express  and  excess  baggage  rates,  see  Rates,  196. 
Establishment  of  express  station  to  facilitate  shipments  of  beer 

into  prohibition  states,  see  Sebvice,  41. 
Service  by  express  companies,  see  Sebvice  generally,  and  particu- 
larly 158-162. 
Carriage,  of,  by  street  railwi^  company,  see  Sebvice,  235-237. 

SZTEXSION  OF  SERVICE. 

Court  review  of  order  as  to,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  2,  3. 

Objection  against  petition  for,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  16. 

Review  of  order  directing  extension  of  service,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  25. 

What  constitute  extension  of  existing  plant  so  as  not  to  require 
certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  under  Illinois  statute, 
see  Cebtificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  16-16. 

Confiscation  in  natural  gas  rate  not  providing  for  extensions  to 
replace  failing  supply,  see  Constitutional  Law,  20. 

Extension  to  prevent  development  of  another  company,  see  Mo- 
nopoly AND  Competition,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  to  prevent  utility  from  making  unremunera- 
tive  extensions,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  13. 

Extension  of  rural  telephone  line  into  occupied  village,  see  Mo- 
nopoly and  Competition,  42,  43. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  award  compensation  for  better- 
ments and  extensions  made  after  fixing  of  value  for  municipal 
acquisition,  see  Municipal  Plant,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over,  see  Sebvice,  7-16. 

Extension  of  service  by  utilities  generally,  see  Sebvice,  66-76. 

Extension  of  rural  telephone  service,  see  Sebvice,  266. 

Seesrily  issues  for  extensions  paid  for  out  of  income,  see  Sbcubity 
Issues,  36. 

Prices  to  be  used  in  fixing  cost  of,  see  Valuation,  46. 

Contract  price  for  constructing  extension  as  measure  of  value,  ses 
Valuation,  84. 

Capitalization  of  expenses  for,  see  Valuation,  216-220. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 11. 
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Overhead  expense  on,  see  Valuation,  229. 

Allowance  for  extensions  installed  by  consiimerBi  see  Vali^ahoii, 
289-292. 

fiXT£N8lON  OF  TIMB. 

To  complete  reconstruction  under  California  Safety  Latr,  see  Eleo- 
TMCITY,  8,  9. 

EXTEiraiON  TELEPHONES. 

Cost  of  service  as  factor  in  determining  rates  for,  see  Rates,  120. 
Rate  for  telephone  extension  service,  see  Ratks,  279. 
Telephone  having  different  rate  than  main  instrument  as  extension 
telephone,  see  Rates,  280. 

EXTBAORDINABY  EXPENSE. 

Allowance  for  damage  by  flood  to  be  accounted  for  under  heading 
"Extraordinary  Expense,"  see  ReturK,  1C7. 

FACT. 

Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  condition 
precedent  to  action  in  courts  where  right  is  dependent  upon 
law  and  not  on  fact,  see  Repabation,  16. 

FACTOHT. 

Discrimination  by  municipal  plant  in  furnishing  free  water  to,  see 
Discrimination,  37. 

FAIR  BETUBN. 

See  Retubn,  1,  2. 

FAIR  VALUE. 

Return  on  fair  value  as  limited  by  value  of  service  performed,  see 

Retiuen,  37-41. 
As  rate  base,  see  Valuation,  1-4. 
Definition  of,  see  Valuation,  4. 

FAMILIES. 

Minimum  charge  for  each  building  or  portion  thereof  occupied  bj 
separate  family,  see  Rates^  78. 

FARES. 

See  Rates. 

FARE  ZONES. 

Discrimination  in  interurbaii  fare  sones^  see  DisouiaiTATioir/  86. 
For  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  171-176. 
On  street  railway  liAes,  see  Raiss,  267,  268. 

FARM  CROSSINGS. 

Construction  of,  see  Cbossiwos,  29,  30. 
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FEDEBAL  CONSTITUTION. 

Fixing  intrastate  rateiS  as  interfering  with  interstate  traffic  in 
yioUtion  of  Federal  Constitution,  see  Interstate  Commebce, 
10. 

FEDEBAL  COURTS. 

See  Courts,  4,  5. 

Beceiver's  action  in  mandamus  in  state  court  not  such  adequate 

.remedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunction 

suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Injunctiot?,  3. 
Kates  established  under  injunction  order  as  basis  for  computing 

reparation  of  overcharges,  see  Repabation,  5. 

FEBEBAL  GOVERNMENT. 

See  United  States. 

FEDERAIf  RECEIVSRS. 

See  Receivers. 

FEDERAL  8UPRB1IB  COVMT^ 

Scope  of  review  on  appeal,  see  Appbai,  ax?d  Eevjew,  6,  13. 
Duty  of  Commission  to  follow  methods  of  apportionment  passed 
on  by  Federal  Supreme  Court,  see  App<MKriONMENT,  1». 

FEES  AND  COMMISStlONS. 

Free  passes  to  public  officers  as  compensation  for  fees,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 89,  90. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  charge  fee  for  inspecting  installatiolia 
made  by  persons  not  connected  with  utility,  see  Rates,  138. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  allowances  of  fees  and  expenses 
in  affecting  railroad  reorganization,  see  Security  Issues,  12. 

Charges  for  turning  on  and  off  water,  see  Sebvice,  137-140. 

FENCES. 

Aroimd  reservoirs,  see  Sebvice,  292. 

'FENDERS. 

Protection  on  electric  cars,  see  Intbeubban  Railways,  2. 
On  street  railway  cars,  see  Sebvice,  240. 

FERRIES. 

Consideration  of  car  ferries  of  railroad  which  has  disoontinued 
water  service,  see  Valuation,  246. 

FILING. 

Necessity  of  filing  schedule  of  rates,  see  Bates,  46. 

Effect  of  publishing  and  filing  with  the  Commission  schedule  of 

rates  violating  constitution  and  statutes,  see  Rates,  47. 

•  .  •  '  ' '' 

FnfANOIAL  ABIUTY. 

Consideration  of,  upon  application  for  ceriifit»iie  of  eonveiildncey 
see  Cebtificatb  of  Convenience  and  Keoessitt,  82. 
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FIHANCIAL  LOSSES. 

Capitalization  of,  see  Valuation,  207. 

FIHANCIHG. 

Interest  on  borrowed  money  as  part  of  return  or  of  operating  ex* 

pense,  see  Retubn,  157-163. 
Surplus,  when  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Secubitt  Issxjes,  6. 
Consideration  of  bond  discount  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  77, 

181,  192. 
Allowance  for  cost  of  money  in  telephone  rate  valuation  where 

company  has  paid  4^  per  cent  of  gross  revenues  to  American 

Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Company,  see  Valuation,  121. 
Allowance  for  cost  of  obtaining  money,  see  Valuation,  121,  124, 

132,  133. 

FINDINOS. 

Review  of  findings  of  Commissions,  see  ApraaL  anb  Rkview. 
Conclusiveness  of  findings  of  Conunission,  see  Appeal  and  Review, 

17-24. 
Statute  making  findings  of  CoBunission  prima  facie  correct  on 

appeal  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10, 

11. 
Conclusiveness  of  Commission's  rahiation  of  utility's  plant  under 

statute  making  findings  of  Commission  ''conclusive  evidence  of 

facts  therein  stated,''  see  Oboebs,  6. 

TIHES  AND  PENALTIES. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  provide  penalties  for  enforcement  of 
rule  as  delegation  of  legislative  powers,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  77. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  see  Payment,  17,  18. 

Contention  for  punishment  for  violation  of  Commission  order  not 
entertained  in  absence  of  allegation  in  complaint,  see  Tbial,  3. 
t 

FIBE. 

Surplus  to  take  care  of  extraordinary  emergencies  such  as  ftrts, 
etc..  see  Retl^n.  168. 


etc.,  see  Retl-bn,  168. 


Rules  in  New  Hampshire  requiring  telephones  to  make  provision 
against,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  677. 

Rules  relative  to  notice  of  fires  at  oil  and  gas  wells  or  oil  tanks, 
P.U.R.1917P,  p.  367. 

TOLB  ALARM. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of,  on  wood  poles  carrying  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  parties, 
P.U.R.1917C,  p.  943. 

nBE  nrsviiAKOB. 

See  INSUBANCE. 
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FIBE  ORDINAHCES. 

Railroa4  depots  to  be  built  in  complianee  with,  see  SmnOB,  102. 

FISE  PBOTECnOir  SBSFIOB. 

Appartkumeiii  of  expent^  revoniM  and  TtLtom  of  water  company 
to  fire  protection  service,  see  Appobtion]«K9T,  39-48,  50-54. 

Effect  of  Ifitine  Statute  on  contract  to  furnish  free  public  fire  pro- 
tection, see  0oiT8nrt7i9O!f  AL  Law,  68. 

Coatraet  for  water  for  fire  protection  at  annual  hTdraiiA  rental 
with  provision  for  free  service  after  twemty  years  at  valid  at 
common  law,  see  Discbimii^ation,  41. 

Free  public  fire  protection  as  discrimination,  see  1>iScriminatiow, 
41,  44-47. 

Municipal  plant  not  to  furnish  fire  protectioil  service  without 
charge,  see  Dis^^RniiNATioN,  45. 

Provision  in  municipal  franchise  fixing  rates  for  fire  protection  as 
affecting  validity  of  franchise,  see  Fbanchisbs,  8. 

Water  rates  for,  see  Rates,  295-305. 

Interest  and  depreciation  on  part  of  municipal  waterworks  devoted 
to  public  fire  protection  as  charge  for  water  service,  see  Rb- 
TUBN,  127. 

Pdwer  of  Commission  to  order  extension  of  water  mains  fbr,  see 
Service,  15. 

Location  of  electric  switch  for  opening  valved,  connecting  high- 
pressure  line  with  main  for  fire  protection  purposes,  nee  Sebv- 
ICE,  59. 

Duty  of  water  utility  to  make  expensive  ^ctensions  solely  for  addi- 
tional fire  protection,  see  Sebvice,  72. 

Water  service  for,  see  Service,  302-304. 

FIRE  SPBINKLBRi. 

Rate  for  inspection  of,  see  Rates,  303,  304. 

nXED  CAPITAL. 

Accounting  for,  see  Accounting,  ^ 

FIXTURfiS. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  DEPHBBCTATioif,  18. 

Furnishing  fixtures  free  to  some  patrons  a§  discrimination,  see 

DiSCBIMINATION,  120. 

Natural  gas  company  upon  abandoning  service  to  refund  to  c<m- 

sumers  money  expended  in  procuring  fixturet,  etc,  see  Sebv- 

ICE,  88. 
Investment  in  adding  machine  as  capital  charge,  aee  Valuation^ 

211. 
Cost  of  office  furniture  as  operating  expense  or  capital  charge,  see 

Vawjation,  228. 

FLAT  CABS. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  car  a? 
relieving  railroad  from  liability  under  Califomia  demurrage' 
rules,  see  Damages,  1. 
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166  FLAT  RATE— FOREIGN  COEPORATIONS, 

TULT  BATE. 

Ab  disoriminatory)  990  DiscBlMiNATioif,  26^  27. 

Reasonableness  of  flat  rates  for  water,  see  DiscBiMiNATioir,  110. 

Flat  or  metered  rates,  see  RAisa^  X*9i^.  *        . 

Probabb  consumption  of  flat-rate  coMnmer  based  om  comparison, 

see  Rates,  08. 
Objections  to  flat  rates  tor  electrioitj,  see  Ratu,  16L 
For  telephone  service,  see  Raies,  286*-288. 
Addttioaal  water  rate  to  cover  oost  of  diaege  from  flat  to  meter 

service,  see  Rates,  308. 

Discussion  of  objections  to  flat  water  rate,  P.U.R.1017A,  765.  . 

IXOATHrO  DE9T. 

Considered  in  valuation,  see  VALUATiOjEr,  66* 

FLOODS. 

Amortization  of  expenses  caused  bj  damage  by  flood,  see  RsruBif, 
167-169. 

FLORIDA. 

Commission  order  fixing  rates  prima  facie  reasonable,  see  Afteal 

AND  Review,  19. 
City  or  county  as  person  or  corporation  under  Florida  Anti^Dis* 

crimination  Statute,  see  Discbikinatioi^,  39a. 
Service  not  necessarily  to  be  paid  for  in  cash  under  Florida  statute, 

see  DisoBUCiNAXiON,  lU. 

FLOWAOE. 

Valuation  of  rights  of,  see  Valuation,  270. 
Rights  of,  see  Waters  and  Wateb  Rights,  I,  2. 

FORBIOir  OORPOBATIOH8. 

Transfer  under  New  Jersey  statute  of  majority  of  stock  to  foreign 

holding  company,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  aitd  Sale,  22. 
Consolidation  of  operating  company  with  holding  con^»fny  whose 

stock  is  owned  by  foreign  corporation,   see  Consolidation, 

MEaesB,  AND  Sale,  23. 
Construction  of  interurban  railway  by,  see  Iktebubban  Railways, 

4. 
Domestic  company  not  denied  authority  to  lease  property  merely 

because  lessee  is  foreign  corporation,  see  Leases,  2. 
Keeeisity  lor  procuring  consent  of  Commission  for   issuance  of 

bonds  by  foreign  railroad  company,  see  Sbcubitt  Issues,  17. 

1.  A  telephone  utility  organized  under  the  laws  of  another  state  is 
not  prohibited  from  obtaining  control  of  a  competing  domestic  utility 
by  purchasing  a  majority  of  the  stock  and  securities,  by  §  28  of  the 
ntinois  Public  Utilities  Act,  declaring  that  no  franchise,  license,'  permit, 
or  right  to  own,  operate,  manage,  or  control  any  public  utility,  except 
common  carriers  engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  should  be  granted 
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or  transferred  to  any  other  than  a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws 
of  this  state/— eepecially  where  the  order  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission authorisiBg  the  purchi^se  of  the  securities  preserves  the  integrity 
of  the  domestic  utility  and  its  franchise  rights, — eince  the  term  "public 
utility"  in  §  28  means  the  plant  operated  by  a  public  utility,  and  the 
purchase  of  a  majority  of  the  stock  and  securities  hy  a  foreign  corpo- 
ration does  not  devest  the  domestic  corporation  of  its  franchise  to  own, 
operate,  manage,  <x  control  its  plant.  State  Public  Utilities  Conunis- 
sion  ex  rel.  Clow  v.'  R<Mnberg  (lU.)  P,UJK.1917B,  355  (S.  C.  276  lU. 
432,  114  N.  E.  191). 

rOREIQN  STATE. 

Right  of  .Coinmiasion  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  in  from 
another  state,  see  Intebstatb  Commsbos,  4,  6. 

TO&BICUf  UTtUTT. 

Purchase  by  foreign  utility  of  capital  stock  from  a  domestic  utility, 
see  OmmajDATHOif,,  Hsbocs,  ajxd  Sale,  19-23. 

VahiaHoa  of  franchise  lubjeot  to,  see  Vaujahoit,  413. 


Of  Tep9Tt§  of  teste  of  wati-hour  meters,  see  Ssavic^,  188. 

TOBMUULM. 

Value  not  to  be  obtained  by,  seo  Valuattoec ,  80. 

rOim-PAKTT  U1IE8. 

See  Paktt  Linbs. 

FKAKOHI8B8. 

I.   Whai  constitutes,  t,  2. 
U.  JfeoesHty  for,  a-5. 
HI.  TQliOUy  of,  6^0. 

Bei;Q4ssion  to  exercise  municipal  franchise  assuming  to  regulate 
service  not  a  waiver  of  Commission  power  of  regulation,  see 

CERTinCATE  OF  CONVENIENCE  AND  NBCBSSITT,  1. 

Power  of  Iowa  Commission  over  granting  of  franchises  for  high 
voltage  electric  lines,  see  CERnnoATE  or  Convenience  and 
Necessitt,  3,  4,  18. 

Approval  of  franchises,  see  Cebtificate  of  '  Convenience  and 
Necessitt,  9, 10. 

Certificate  for  building  telephone  system  in  town  which  has  not 
granted  franchise,  s^  Cebtificate  or  Convenience  and  Neces- 
sitt, 23. 

Approval  of  franchise  of  illegal  corporation,  gee  CttirnncATB  of 
Convenience  and  Necessitt,  24. 
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168  FRANCHISES. 

Exercise  of  municipal  franchise  by  corporations  exempted   from 

jurisdiction   of   Commission   by   provision   of   TrauAportaUon 

Corporation  Law,  see  CiamFiCATS  op  Ookvkniknce  ASh  K«ct0^ 

smr,  25. 
Jurisdiction  of  Alabama  supreme  court  to  reriew  Commission  order 

authorizing  sale  of  street  railway  property  and  franchises,  Be« 

Cebtiobabi,  S. 
Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylyania  Conmiission  in  passing  upon  approvil 

of  municipal  ordinance  authorizing  telephone  company  to  o^ 

cupy  streets,  see  Commissions,  5. 
Constitutional  provision  prohibiting  use  of  street  without  consent 

of  local  authority  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  author^ 

ize  sale  of  utility's  property  and  franchises,  see  CoMiussioifS, 

12. 
Policy  and  power  of  Commission  relative  to  relieving  utility  from 

franchise  obligations,  see  Commissions,' 27-29;  CoKsnTunoNi- 

AX  Law,  32-.'<4. 
Lease  of  property  and  franchises  wher6  two  systems  operated  as 

one,  see  Consolidation,  Mebqer,  and  Sale,  6. 
Stipulation  as  to  value  of,  upon  allowing  consolidsition,  see  Ooi^ 

SOLIDAtlON,  MeBOEB,  AND  SalE,  24. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  street  railway  company  to  carry  pas- 
sengers beyond  franchise  limits,  see  Constitutional  liMf>  1^ 

Validity  of  acts  of  Commission  in  drreoting  mannir  ki  which  cross- 
ings should  be  constructed  before  utility  had  secured  franchise, 
see  Cbossinos,  4. 

Low  rate  or  free  service  to  munieipility  graatii^  iranchise,  see 
Discrimination,  33,  42,  132. 

Estoppel  by  acceptance  of  franchise  to  a^k  increase  in  rates  or  to 
question  legality  of  franchise  or  order  of  Commission,  see 
Estoppel,  5. 

Protection  of  utility  operating  only  on  private  land 3  although  it 
does  not  have  franchise,  see  Monwoly  and  Competition,  2S.  *' 

Right  of  city  to  provide  water  for  itself  and  citizens  as  limited  by 
action  of  township  prior  to  incorporation  of  city  In  granting 
franchise  to  water  company  to  lay  mains  in  streets,  see  "Mv- 

NICIPAUnES,  3. 
Failure  to  exercise  corporate  powers  as  affecting  right  to  purchase 

or  hold  franchise,  under  New  York  statutes,  see  Pitblio  Uthj- 

TIBS,  1. 
K«w  rate  schedule  to  have  Commission  approval  although  rates 

fixed  by  franchise,  see  Kates,  13. 
Power  of  State  to  authorize  administrative  Commission  to  revise 

rates  fixed  by  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  40. 
Rate  schedule  imposing  minimum  service  charge  as  not  violating 

franchise  fixing  maximum  rate,  see  Rates,  74. 
Franchise  fixing  maximum  rate  as  not  preventing  the  basil^g  of 

rates  on  sliding  scale,  see  Rates,  81. 
Municipal  franchise  naming  maximum  rates  for  electric  current  as 

affecting  right  of  utility  to  furnish  servite  upon  a  meter  rate 

basis,  see  Rates,  85. 
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Daif  (d  wMer  utility  to  furniali  |»riv&te  fire  proteotlon  service  free, 
under  fmiichiBe  proyi4mg  for  £ree  water  for  extiBguiohment  of 
fires^  aee  Rates,  300. 

lionicipal  acquisition  of  plant  to  be  effected  by  taxation  or  city 
bonds  and  not  by  fund  created  by  ezoessive  rates  prescribed 
by  municipal  franchises,  see  Rstxjkn,  173. 

Right  of  utility  under  New  York  Statute  to  issue  securities  as 
against  franchise  valuer  see  Sscusitt  Issues,  50. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  ConunissioB  to  regulate  street  railway  serv- 
ice notwithstanding  proTision  of  constitution  against  granting 
legislative  franchises  without  consent  of  local  authorities,  see 
Sebvics,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  Oonstii^ution  and  Statute,  to 
require  street  railwsy  company  to  apply  to  local  authorities  for 
franchise  to  operate  in  street,  see  Sebvicb,  10, 11. 

Franchise  provision  for  extension  of  fire  protection  service  when 
ordered  by  city  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  order 
same,  see  Service,  15. 

Right  of  utility  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  Commission 
where,  franchise  has  expired,  see  Service,  20. 

Franchise  obligation  of  utility  to  extend  service,  see  Service,  50. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  89,  92,  206,  227,  410-415. 

J.  What  constitutes, 

1.  The  grant  of  municipal  consent  under  a  statute  (New  York  Laws 
of  1915,  chapter  667),  requirtng  such  consent  for  the  operatum  ol  an 
auto  bus  tine,  is  not  the  granting  of  a  franchise  within  the  meaning  of 

^  37  of  the  Second-Class  Cities  Law,  providing  that  in  case  ol  a  pro- 
posed sale  or  lease  of  a  franchise  the  ordinance  must  provide  for  a 
disposition  of  the  tame  at  public  auction.  Re  Troy  Auto  Oar  Ca  (N. 
Y.)  P.UJ5.1917A,  700. 

2.  Consents  hj  state  and  municipal  authorities  authorizing  a  manu- 
laotnting  corporation's  line  for  transmitting  current  for  its  exclusive 
use  to  be  passed  over  public  property  are  not  such  franchises  or  privi- 
leges as  require  the  approval  of  the  Commission  under  §  68  of  the  New 
York  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  as  a  condition  precedent  to  their 
exercise.  Fulton  Light,  Heat,  k  P.  Co.  v.  Granby  Pulp  k  Paper  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1017A,  76. 

n.  NecesMy  f&r. 

Authority  ta  sell  irater  system  and  issue  stock  in  payment  upon  con- 

ition  of  vendor  securing  satisfactory  franchise,  see  Consolidation, 

Merger,  and  Sale,  4. 
N^cefsity  of  ce|*tificate  or  franchise  for  extension  over  private  right  of 

way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California  Public  Utilities 

Act,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  18. 
Steamboat  not  operating  under  a  franchise  as  a  public  utility,   see 

Public  Utiott,  25. 
Right  of  utility  to  extend  Hue  into  adjaoent  municipality  in  idiich  it 

has  no  franchise,  see  Service,  7. 
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170  FRANCHieES,  Ht.}  FR3EB  SERVICE. 

8.  A  utility  hat  no  right  to  apemte  withiti  tli«  lMit«  of  n  t»ty  in 
California  by  Tirtue  of  a  franchifte  obtained  fronf  the  eounty  prior  to 
the  incorporation  of  the  city,  where  it  never  exercisiftd  it«  Ylghta  under 
6nch  franchise  in  the  territory  in  vrhidb.  ihe  eity  it  located.  Be  South- 
em  Sierras  Power  Co.  ( Cal. )  P.U.R.1917F,  474. 

4.  An  electric  company  cannot  lawfully  opei^te  in  a  ttmn  in  New 
York  state  until  a  franchise  has  been  granted  it  by  the  inimicipal 
authorities  and  permission  given  by  the  CottimiMion  to  proceed  th^- 
under.    Re  Colliers  Light,  H.  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P,tJ.R.l»17C,  8W. 

5.  An  electric  company  must  stop  Ifomishtng  current'  to  a  mill 
through  a  conduit  in  a  street  laid  by  the  mill,  under  a  mere  municipal 
permit  to  excavate  in  the  street,  although  the  (nnirent  is  measured 
before  entering  thtf  conduit,  when  the  utility  has  neither  municipal 
authority  to  use  the  street  nor  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  to 
serve  that  locality.  Pennsylvania  Uilities  Co.  v.  Lehigh  Nav.  Electric 
Co,  (Paj)  P.U.R.1917B,  451. 

Mil.  TaUaUw  ft/.  . 

^<^wer  of  Indiana  Commission  to  pass  upon  validity  of  mimicipal  fran- 
chise^ see  Commissions,  26. 

6.  The  fact  that  a  water  company  has  no  authority  to  issue  securi- 
ties is  immaterial  upon  the  question  of  unreasonableness  of  a  contract 
by  the  town  granting^  to  the  utility  a  fraaohis^  to' supply*  the.  town  and 
it*  inhabitants.    Hamer  v.  West  Lebanon  <Ind.)  P.U<.RJ917B,  877.  -. 

7.  A  eontraet  by  a  town  granting  a  frandiiae  to  a  water  utiUty 
will  not  be  held  invalid  oil  the  theory  that  the  contract  is  a  preliminary 
step  to  a  scheme  for  operation  of  waterworks .  by  the  town  in  evasion 
of  constitutional  debt  limits^  where  such  scheme  is  not  disclosed  bgr  the 
contract.    Hamer  v.  West  Lebanon  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1017B,  "Sn. 

8.  A  contract  by  a  town  granting  a  franchise  to  a  watier  utility 
will  not  be  held  invalid  merely  because  it  provides  for  a  rental  of  $50 
per  year  for  each  fire  hydrant,  since  such  rental  cannot  be  held  unrea- 
sonable in  the  absence  of  proof,  iand  since  such  rental,  if  tmresisoniab'le, 
can  be  reduced  by  the  Commission.  Hamer  v.  West  Lebanon  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  377. 

9.  The  validity  of  a  franchise  to  a  water  utility  in  thdiaoia  was 
held  not  affected  by  the  iaet , that  thergrfnt  was  for  thirty  years,  not- 
withstanding the  Public  Utilities  Act  provides  for  indeterminate  fran- 
chises.   Hamer  V.  West  Lebanon  (Ind.")  P.U.R.1917B,  «77. 

FREE  8EBVICE. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of 
charge  police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of 
polipe  power,  see  Constitutional  Ljtw»  79. 

As  discrimination,  see  Discrimination. 

Bates  &ted  by  ordinance  to  continue  pending  review  l^  courts  -see 
Rates,  51. 
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Xhrty  of  lrttt«r  uHIity  to  InnitBli  priraid  4re  prbteotl«B  ^rvice 
free^  under  franchise  providing  for  free  imter  lor  extinguish- 
ment of  fires,  s^  Eaiss,  800.  ^ 

Amount  that  should  hs^  been  reec^ved  fdr  ireeserrioe  eomidered 
as  part  of  revenue  for  rate  making,  see  Retubn,  3. 


Per  diem  charge  to  shippers  without  free  time  for  steam  railroad 
cars  hauled  by  electric  railroad  as  within  juriddie^oii  of 
Maine  C^nnmission,  see  Ooicxismoivs,  2« 

TBEEZmO. 

Liability  of  freezing  as  element  of  depreciation  of  water  ptpes,  se^ 

D0BECIATION,  57.* 
Oost  of  repairing  frozen  water  meters,  see  Skbvice,  130. 
Depdiiit'to  insure  repairing  of  frozen  water  meters,  see  Smivioc,  133. 
Protection  <if  water  mains  from  freezing,  see  BnvicB,  297-306. 

FBEIOHT. 

Apportionment  as  between  freight  and  passenger  traffic,  aee  Ap- 

MimoNifSNT,  9*18,  2«,  27. 
Order  ftzing  intrastate  freight  rates  as  interference  with  interstate 

commerce,  see  Intebstate  Commebce,  10-14. 
Competition  in  freight  service  between  steam  railroads  and  elec- 
tric railroads,  see  Monopoly  and  CoMPi?nTiON,  ^.'     -  "      \ 
Power  of  Commission  to  establkh  maximum  freight  rates,  see 

lUns,  28. 
Comparison  of  rates,  see  Rates,  06,  103,  220-280. 
Railroad  freight  rates  generally,  see  Rates,  203-256. 
Joint  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  231-^4. 
Minimum  weight  for  carload  shipment,  see  Rates,  235-240. 
Refund  of  excess  freight  rates,  see  Repabation,  6,  9,  15,  19. 
Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  izing  particuUlr  fre^Ut 

rates,  see  Retubn,  19. 
Policy  of  Maine  statute  as  to  freight  service  by  interurban  railways 

when  not  in  competition  with  railroad,  see  8B8V1ce,  170» 
Bi^ay  in  delivery  of  freight  as  violation  of  order  of  Commission 

as  not  excused  by  congestion  of  traffic,  see  Sebvice,  180. 
Freight  car  service  on  railroad,  see  Sebvice,  218*SXIi/  ) 

Carriage  of,  by  street  nUlway  oonpasy,  tee  Sbvioe^  296,  dSTi 

FRONTAGE  CHABOE. 

For  water,  see  Rates,  311.  ^ 

FRUIT. 

Comparison  of  freight  rates  on  fruit,  see  Rates,  227* 

Freight  rates  on  fruit,  see  Rates,  254-256.  :/    ^ 

FUEZf. 

Ador  from  fuel  in  operation  of  plant,  «ee  dvnncATB  or  Coif- 

TENIENCE  AND  NECESSITY,  17a, 
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17«  FUNCTIONAL  DEFRECIATION— OAS. 

DiiEerenee  b^weoi  rfttet  for  gas  lor  lighting  «ii4  fof  fuel»  ^^  Ita- 

OBIMINATION,  83. 

Gas  sold  for  fuel  at  less  than  oost,  see  {Una,  122. 
As  element  in  working  capital,  see  Vai.uai!10h,  331. 

FUKOnOHAIi  DEFBECIATIOH. 

Definition  of,  see  I^dpbbciation,  6. 

FUWOED  DEBT. 

Accounting  of  expenditures  lor  retirenum^  ol  bonds,  see  Aoooumt- 
VXQ,  1. 

Fum>s. 

For  depreciation,  see  Depreciatioit,  1,  2,  62,  63. 

Inability  to  provide  for  a  depreciation  reserve,  see  VALUAXloir,  83. 

Reinvested  depreciation  fund  as  capital,  see  ValuatiozTi  85. 

For  dividends  considered  for  working  capital,  see  Yajl^atsou^  324. 

FUBHA0E8. 

Carriage  and  disposal  of  slag  from  miiU  and  furnaces  as  public 
service  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Public  Utiuties,  28. 

Rate  for  carrying  refuse  and  slag  from  furnaces  and  jm\\%  see 
Rates,  250. 

FUBIIITUBE. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Depbeciation,  18. 
Cost  of  office  furniture  as  operating  expense  or  capital  charge,  see 
Valuatiok,  228. 

FUTUBE  BETTERM EHTS. 

See  Bettebmbnts. 

FUmUB  SBPllEGIATIOH* 

See  Depbbciation. 

FUTUBE  nrABEQUACT. 

Depreciation  of  water  mains  because  of,  see  Depbbciation,  61. 

FUTUBE  NSBIMi. 

Doty  of  street  railway  eompany  to  prepare  for  future  needs,  see 
Sebvice,  228. 

OABAOS. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  garage  equipment,  see  Depbbciatioit,  18. 
Separate  minimum  charge  for,  see  Rates,  78. 

OA8. 

See  also  Natubal  Gas. 

Accounting  for  gas  company,  see  AccoxnnrNO. 
Apportionment  between  gas  and  electric  departments,  see  Affob* 
tionhent,  55,  56. 
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OASOIENE;  GATES.  17* 

Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  operating  electric,  gas,  and  Keat- 
ing departments,  see  APPOimoiofENT,  67-419. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  utility  to  remove  its  mains 
from  the  streets  upon  authorizing  abandonment  of  service,  see 
C0MMI8SIOIT8,  37. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Ckimmission  to  change  rate  for  gas  fixed  by 
municipal  franchise,  ree  Ck>NS'nTUTioNAL  Law,  70. 

Rate  of  depreciation  for  gas  plant,  see  DiBPREx:!iATioif,  27. 

t>iscriroinatioii  in  rat^,  see  DiCBimNATiON  generally,  and  par- 
ticularly 9S. 

Discrimination  in  quantity  discount,  see  ]>iscitiHiNAT[ON,  129. 

Natural  gas,  see  Natubal  Gas. 

Rates  for  gas,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly  14(2-166. 

Gas  sold  for  fuel  at  less  than  cost,  see  Rates,  122. 

Minimum  charge  for  gas,  see  Rates,  23. 

Reports  required  of  gas  company,  see  Repoikts,  1,  2. 

Return  of  gas  utility,  see  Retubn,  74-76. 

Duty  of  utilities  to  make  extensions  generalfy,  see  BbrviCB,  66-76. 

Right  of  utilities  generally  to  discontinue  service,  see  Sebvice,  77- 
99. 

Reconnection  charge,  see  Service,  140. 

Standards  of  gas  service,  see  Seevicb,  163,  164. 

Agreement  between  utility  and  consumers  relative  to  the  quality 
of  gas,  see  Service,  164. 

Valuation  of  system  generally,  see  Valijation. 

Allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  326. 

Valuation  of  artificial  gas  plant  used  by  natural  gas  company  In 
emergencies,  see  Valuation,  264-266. 

Standards  in  New  York  for  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of  gas 
and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1017C,  p.  262. 

Discussion  of  the  ccMsparative  gross  and  net  cost  of  manufacturing*, 
coal  gas  and  water  gas,  P.U.K1917D,  p.  138. 

1,  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  established  standards 
for  the  installation,  alteration,  or  repairing  of  electric  equipment  for 
light,  heat,  or  power  in  the  buildings  of  gas  or  steam  compaBiM,  «!* 
fective  January  17,  1917.  Re  Standards  of  Electric  Equipment  (N.  Y.> 
P.U.R.1917C,  262. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  furnish  tank  cars  for 
shipment  of  gasolene,  see  Constitittional  Law,  16. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroads  to  furnish  tank  ears  for 
transportation  of  gasolene,  see  Service,  43. 

Duty  cf  railroad  company  to  furnish  tank  cars  for  transportation! 
of  gasolene,  see  Servicb,  213. 

OATE8. 

jWisdiction  of  OommissioA  over  highway  gates  at  ^ra#bridg» 
opening,  see  Serviob,  54. 
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utility  to  furnUb  Tuogaten  lamp*  rather  thaa  G«iii  litmp^  tee 

Sebyics^  154^  . ! 

OEHERAL  GODZL 

,  \  f^ee  Statutes.  ; 

GENERAL  EXFEHtEft. 

AUowanee  lor,  in  ^mg  operating  ^zpeaae^  see  RwrijUizr,  142^144. 
To  be  estimated  separately  from  engineering  ajstd  QOvtifigeiiciM,  i^ 
VAl^UATioy,  115. 

OEHBfftAIi  Ol^PEBH. 

See  also  Oboebs. 

Policy  of  Oklahoma  Commission  aa  to  the  issuaiiee  oi  tpaoiic  or 
general  M-dera  as  to,  ^rvice,  see  Sebvick,  1. 

QEHERATXlfG  STATXCX. 

:  In  littl*  use  after  oonsolidatioQ,  see  VALUAnoN,  ^^3. 

OENEBATOB8. 

Consideration  of  small  generatora  where  large  generators  haire  ex- 
cess opacity  for  temporary  aeryice,  se^  VAi.uA'aoN,  245, 


gas 


Rules  governing  construction  qt  electric  generators  in  buildin|ps,  of 
and  steam  companies^  P,U.iE(.1917C,  p.  264. 


OEOBOIA. 

Utility  charging  lower  than  maximum  rates  to  make  like  reduc- 
tion in  all  efaiMes  of  rates,  see  DiaoM&inrAtioir,  2. 
General  power  of  Greorgia  Commission  As  to*  rates,  see  Raites,  11.  . 
•    Policy  of  Georgia  as  to  oompetitioB  between  utilKies,  see  Ratc^,  11. 
Commission  not  bound  by  diocretioti  of  nlireetors  in  iasning  scrip 
.  dfridehda,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  14. 

'       Valuation  of  donated  property,  See  Valuatioi^,  285-288.  . 

OOnrO  CONCERN. 

Consideration  of  plant  as  a  going  concern  in  valuation  pleceeMiif, 
-'»  seb  VALtTATiok,  357^70. 

oomo  COST. 

See  Going  Value; 

oonro  VALUE. 

Allowance  for,  see  Valuation,  356-409. 

.:  i/;  > 
«>,.'  :  Aaooiatlt^n  ..OB  iss^ie  of  seo^ritiea  for  goiiif  YMlm^  P.UA2I917D, 
pi  859. 
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GONDOLVQABl^^-OSOBS  WSIfi^fiir  METHCD.  U^ 

OOmOUk  CABS. 

Tm40ri»g  gondola  car.  to  nh^p^r  wbo  haa  aakad  for  At  car  as 
relieTiug  railroad  Irom  liabiUtj  ^Mdei  C^UIornia  damurragp 

GOODS. 

See  aUo  Commoditixs.  '    ..    .  :       .. 

End  of  intf  rotate  ebaraqicar  of  «b}piii^t  on  ^aam  roads  ^^e  goods 
are  to  be  unloaded  and  delivered  by  electric  road,  .aee  Iktib* 

STATE  COMMEBCE,  3. 

Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  of  water  mains  laid  under  gov- 
ernment breakwater,  see  Valuation,  M. 

GAADB  OBOSSmUMS. 

See,  jQaos»|Moai,  17-30. 

QBJkin. 

Shipments  of  grain  to  ^bipper  on  floor  of  board  of  trade  as  interstate 

commerce,  see  Intsbbtate  Comuejlce,  2. 
Power  of  Washingt<Hi  Commission  to  establish  through  rates  on 

grain  with  milling-in-transit  privilege,  see  Rates,  32. 
Comparison  of  freight  rates  on  .grain,  see  Rates,  224. 
Minimum  carload  weight  for  ahipmentt  o(  grain,  see  Rates,  2)40. 

OBAIir  BINS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklalioma  Commission  to  require  receiver  to  per- 
mit storage  of,  on  railroad  right  of  way/  see  Commissions,  44. 
Storage  of  grain  bins  upon  railroad  right  of  y&y  generallyjt^see. 
,    Service,  200. 

OBAPES. 

Discrimination  in  rate  for,  see  Discrimination,  20. 
Railroad  freight  rates  on,  see  Rates.  --        .:• 

GBOSS  BEVSHUX. 

As  basis  of  aj^Mn-tionment^  see  AppoBTTOancBiiT,  68,.  60* 
Proportion  of  gross  revenues  for  public  fire  protection,  sea  Rates, 
.     298. 

OBOSS  TOH-MILE  MBTHOD. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Appobtionment,  18. 

Definition  of,  a«  used  in  apportioning  op<^rating  expenses  between 
different  services,  P.U.R1917D,  p.  174. 

CHIOSSWBICKRr  METHOD. 

Of  apportionment  of  maintenance  expense  as  between  freight  and 
passenger  service,  see  AppoBTioirMBiir,  18. 

^     Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  operating  expenses  between 
different  services,  P.U.R.IOITD,  p.  174. 
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176  CtRODNWNG— HBADLHiflTa 

OBOUHBIirO. 

Rules  governing  grounding  of  electric  equipnent  in  buildiogii  of 
gas  and  itciam  eompanieB,  P.U.E.1^17C,  p.  263. 

Rules  governing  installation  of  electric  service  equipment' in  New 
York,  First  District,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  441. 

GROWING  COMMUHITT. 

Liberal  return  necessary  in,  for  attidction  of  capital,  see  RsrtnN, 
14. 

GROWTH. 

Of  business,  as  facU)r  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  Aee  IRlvruB^i^ 

GUARAHTT. 

Railway  company  guaranteeing  bonds  of  electric  oompiany  as  net  dk- 
titled  to  rate  unfair  to  other  consumers,  see  DisouminatioIt,  7. 

Power  of  utility  to  guarantee  the  bonds  of  another  company  as  in- 
cident to  its  right  to  make  traffic;  arrangements  with  such 
company,  see  Intebcorporate  Relations,  4. 

Consumers'  guaranty  upon  extension  of  service,  see  SEBvrtift,  69,  74» 
75. 

GUARDS. 

Protection  on  electric  car-',  see  IntEBUbban  RAttWATi^,  2.  , 

HARNESS. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Depbeciation,  18. 

HAY. 

Minimum  carload  weight  for  hay  and  straw,  see  Rates,  ^36-238. 

HAZARDS. 

Hazards  from  poor  refrigeration  of  fruit  as  "unusual  hazard"  with- 
in the  rule  relating  to  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  254. 

Allowance  for,  in  working  capital,  see  VALUATttV,  832. 

Allowance  in  valuation  for  risk  of  the  enterprise,  8«e  Valtjahon, 
352. 

Tables  showing  sags  of  conductors  for  situations  of  hazard,  P.U.R. 
1017A,  pp.  885,  888. 

HEADUGHTS. 

Review  of  order  requiring  headlights  on  locomotives^  se^  Afpeal 

AND  Review,  12,  13. 
Absence  of  provision  for  notice  and  hearing  in  headlight  law  as 

affecting  validity  of  Commission  order  requiring  headfigbiiiy 

see  CoMsnTUTioNAi.  Law,  6. 
Rules  of  Illinois  Commission  relative  to  hesdii^^its  em  railroad 

motor  cars  and  grade  crossings,  see  Cbossings^  17. 
Begulating   headlights    on    interstate    train    as    interfering    with 

interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  15. 
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health— heaung  power.  1t7 

kea;ltk. 

Power  of  Mississippi  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  screen  car 

windows  to  protect  liealtli  of  patrons,  see  Commissions,  34. 
Necessity  of  approval  of  Commissioner  of  lieattli  for  plan  of  cHy- 

water  plant  befdre  acti<m  hf  Pennsylvania  Comntosion^  see 

Pbocbdube,  6. 
Ordinance  limiting  number  of  passengers  on  street  cars,  see  Sebv- 

ICE,  247. 

HEABINO. 

Rule  of  Commisskyfi  prorrMing  lor  hearing  aad  4ecimoii  as  invalid 
assumption  «f  IcglslatiTe  and  judicial  functioBS,  see  Com- 
missions, 4. 

Absence  of  provision  for  notice  and  bearing  in  headlight  law  as 
affecting  validity  of  Commission  firdfr  regp^ing  )i^llglita»; 
see  Constitutional  Law,  5. 

CcBDnnslon  order  «iad»  after  notice  and  hearing  and  enforceable 
only  by  court  proceeding,  as  not  denying  due  process,  see  CoN- 

Hearing  before  Cttiuoiasiioa  aa  a  dsnial  of  due  process>  see  Con- 
ennraioNAii  L4.w»  9b 

Failure  of  statute  to  provide  means  of  bringing  city  before  Com- 
mission in  proceedings  to  construct  crossing  as  preventing 
Gommissioii  ttott  impo&Hoig  any  HabiM^  on  tkif  for  the  cross- 
ing, see  CBossnras,  IS. 

Reasonableness  of  order  of  Commission  not  determined  in  injunc- 
tion action  where  statute  provide*  lor  Iwartag  bel<Mre  Cowmisr 
8i<m  and  appeal  to  the  court,  see  Injunction,  2. 

Allegations  in  petition  lor  rdiearing,  see  Pleapino,  4. 

C<^nsideration  ta  he  given  to  request  made  at  hearing  by  persons 
not  parties  aftd  not  mentioned  in  complaint,  see  Tbial,  4. 

HEAR8AT  tSVLUBKOR 

Rejectiwi  on  appeal  of  evidenoe  as  hearsfiy,  see  A?peai.  and  Re- 
TmWy  28. 

A^piovtioBineiit  as  between  dectricity  and  steam  heatbg  depart- 
ments of  utility,  see  Appobtionment,  57,  58. 

Afipertlonineni  in  case  of  utility  operating  electric,  gas,  and  heat- 
ing d»p«rt«9mtS9  see  Afpobtionmknt,  67-69. 

Adjusting  steam  heating  rates  upon  the  cost  of  coal,  see  Rates, 
131, 

Electric  rate  for,  see  Rates,  140. 

AUow^ance  of  7  per  cent  for  steam  heating  plant,  see  RirrtmN,  91. 

Cost  of,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  137. 

Righi  of  utilities  generally  to  discontinue  service,  see  Seb^ce,  77- 
99, 

HBATIHO  POWSB. 

Standards  of  gas  service,  seA  SEBVldC,  163,  164. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 12. 
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l^r   HIGH  COST  Oi'  LIVING— HIXJHWAyS  ANJp  STREETS. 

HIGH  COST  OP  UTINO.  ..  ^ ,     ,^ 

Payment  of  bonus  to  employees  on  accounf;  of^  see  B|i;7yBN.  16$. 

Location  of  twitoh  controlling  high  preasure  liAP3  in  .f|^^^  of  fire, 
see  Sebvice,  302.  ,    ..  r 

HIGH  PRICES. 

Increase  in  steamboat  rates  because  of  high  prices  due  to  European 
war,  see  Rates,  258.  /.,  -^  .'-":,.£ 

High  prices  fer  jBateriialB  as  affeetlig  issnanoe  ^^  securitiwi  for 
construction  of  an  ytterurbam  raUvwy,  «ee  -SACf^itfTT :  Issues, 
2,  3.  ;  , 

HIOS  VOLYAOS  unfit. 

See  also  Wibes  and  Cables.  '     < 

Certificate  of  convebience  for,  see  OEtmtoJm  of  Cuhi— ujiicb 

AlfD  NttCESSttT,  4,  IS.        ' 
Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  f^^iaductlonr  from  high 

voltage  transmission  line,  Hee  DAiTAMS^ttt 
Electrical  interference  with  telephoned '  aikd  lekgraphs,  see  Eleo« 

'      •  -         >'.!      •       ;.    . 

Rules  of  Conmolicuft  OslMlaission  gaiwfniini^  oqnflkrttction  of  electric 
wires  to  prevent  induction  and  leakage,  P.,(J.R<3J^17C|  p^  d53. 

HiottWATi  Am  amsBTs. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  ordinance  psH^ssd  'aM|7'  dfleetive'  date  of 
Public  Utilities  Act  where  utlHt^  iad  ^loii  charier  to  'Mieupy 
street,  see  CErrnricAtE  or'.Ooirrfti«iB(VQE'aTm  linCBmiaryy  IX^ 

Certificate  of  oonvenienoe  for  e^slroctloa  «l -highiirsltage  trans- 
mission lines  upon  highway  occupied  by  telephone  line,  see 
Cebtificatb  of  Convenience  and  Nifiift)4iWt,l4;:i8yAHn  >  :iti 

Jurisdiction  of  P^nnsylvaiiia  Commlssloitm^pqifki^tifMfcja^piDval 
of  municipal  ordinance  authorising  telephone.  Heompmy  to  oc- 
cupy streets,  see  Commissions,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  a  utility  to  remove  f Cbl  ibliiiMr 
from  the  streets  upon  authorfilng  afoandcinhrm€%t  fS9  serviqe,  see 
Commissions,  37.  ■.  .  t 

Power  of  Commission  id  auihorfze  patroids  to'^flHeet'tMr  finitru- 
ments  with  exchange  outside  the  corporate  =llttiAs^  «ee  Com- 
missions, is.  :  :     •  f  ' 

Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  over  closing  of  street  by 
railroad,  see  Commissions,  39.  "  '    *  <*    r^ 

Rerouting  of  streei  car  lines  as  violatitig  charter  designatfii^  streets 
on  which  cars  shall  run,  see  CoNstrrntoNit  LaW;  43.  -    ' 

Distinction  between  power  of  municipal  autibfiti^  \}6  eontraM  for 
electric  supply  and  to  authorize  occupancy  of  streets,'  bee  Con- 
stitutional Law,  48.  j^.^,^ 

Construction  acrgss  ra^boa4  tafMsks^  see  Cbossinqs.  '         '"'  ^^-^"^ 
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,    HIQHWAY^  AND  STBEE^PJI.  in 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiazia  Commission  oi^ppeftl  Irom  order  <d  town 
requiring  railroad  to  open  street  across  right  ol  waj><  see 
Cbossixgs,  6. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  prescribe  terms  and  conditions 
lor  oonstmetion  of  crossing  as  conferring  power  to  apportion 
costs  of  installing  and  maintaining  grade  crossings^  Me  Cioss- 

IHWB,  15.  . 

Conatrnction  of  h^  tension  lines  on,  see  EuEcnaonTy  11. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  elimtnating  electrical  interference  upon 
public  highways,  see  ELBCTBicmr,  18,  19. 

RiS^t  to  furnish  current  to  mill  througlif  tniU-coiifflall^iA  iftreet  hp 
utility  having  no  tifhi  to  use  street,  see  FBAVOHisn^  5. 

Kansas  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  regulate  public  utilities 
as  repealing  statute  authorizing  cities  to  control  MiSiiM^Ciyalf 
MtmxciPAtiTiEp,  1.  '     ^ 

Ri^t  of  city  to  provide  water  for  itself  and  citizens  as  limited  by 
action  of  township  lAier  to  fn'corpoi^dion  at  tHf\iH  f^mMMff 
Iraichistt  to  water  company  to  lay  mains  in  streets,  see  Mu- 
nicipalities, 3. 

RSfht  of  IndMduial  to  queeticto  right  of  utiHiy  to  occupy  streets 
'     of  t,  city,  see  Pabties,  2. 

Iteasonablenees  of  Ordinance  requiring  remoTnl  of  tsel^hone  iU>les 
from  streets,  see  Pbtlts,  1,  2. 

Electric  rates  for  street  lighting,  s^  Rates,  l^t,  1S7. 

Right  of  utility  to  make  extension  of  service  without  consent  of 
Commission  where  public  highway  is  not  occupied,  see  SebVice, 

7.  

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  Constitution  and^  statute,  to 

requi|*e  street  railway  company  to  apply  to  local  authorities 

for  franchise  to  operate  in  street,  see  Sebvicb,  10,  11. 
Right  of  utility  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  CpmmisyioUr 

where  franchise  has  expired^  see  Sebvice,  29.        , 
Remedy  of  city  to  compel  restoration  of  street  lighting  service,  see 

Sebvice,  32a.  -  -     .  r 

^,;/ Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  highway  gates  at  draw  bridge 

opening,  see  Sebvici^  54. 
Franchise  obligation  of  utility  to  extend  service  through  all  streets 

and  alleys  of  the  town,  see  Sebvice,  5?^ ,  .  .     ^ 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  as  to  highways  and  streets  upon 

removal  of  mains  and  pipes,  see  Sebvice,  83. 
Separate  service  pipe  foc^huildifgq^fn^see  SUBYiPE^  lj08.      .„     ,  .,. 
I     Jf eor  f OA  ^tigming  off  wsiter  necessitating  excavahoii  in  street>  see^ 

Sebvice,  138. 
Hours  for  street  lighting,  see  Sebvice,  152. 

Water  cranes  to  furnish  water  for  sprinkling,  see  Sebvice,  ^04^  ^  ^ 
CompliMpe  7ith  orf^^nce  for  repair  of  street  paving^  seelSTBEET 

Railways, '2. 
Allowance  for  value  of  streets  used  by  r^llroajL  ^e,  Yaluai?01^. 

280. 
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180  HISTORICAL  METHOD— HOURS  OF  SERVICE. 

Allowance  for  right  to  occupy  streets,  see  Valtjatioic,  415. 
'  Reasoniibleness  of  ordinance  providing  for  removal  of  poles  from 
streets,  see  Wibes  and  Cables,  1. 

Abstract  of  eases  dealing  with  establislime&t  and  oonstmction  of 
grade  crossings.  Appendix,  P^UJL19I7A,  p.  105L 

Rules  of  the  Connecticut  Commission  governing  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  electric  street  lamps. aadilftxtures  on  wood  poles 
currying  electrio  wires  of  two  or  noaEe  >^aitiei,  P.U.R^m7C,  p»  838. 

HISTOBICA]»  IIBKHOD. 

Of  computing  going  value,  see  VAUJAlieN,  872^  87<& 


History  of  Potomac  Electric  Power  Company,  P.U.R.I8i7D,  p.  673. 

Hournre  aud  pahbht  ooMPAiiisft. 

Book  entry  for  stock  premium  paid  upon  merging  of  koldi:.g  and 

operating  company,  see  Aocountino,  2. 
Tlransfer  imder  New  Jersey  statute^  majority  of  stock  to  foreign 

holding  company,  see  Consolidation^  "Mitoeb,  and  Sale,  22. 
CoBSolidatU>n  of  operating  company  with  holding  company  whose 

stock   is  owned   by   foreign  eorporatioQ,  see   Consolidation, 

Meboeb,  and  Sale,  23. 
Supervision  charges  by  holding  company,  see  Retubn,  li59. 
Expenses  of,  considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  200. 

HOLD  TRACK. 

Railroad  holding  cars  on  hold  track  outside  the  state  as  making 
shipment  interstate,  see  Intekstate  Commebce,  8. 

StOLIBATS. 

Charge  for  storage  of  baggage  on,  see  Rates,  202. 

HOBfE  BJTLE. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  over  utility  operating  within 
home  rule  city,  see  Commissions,  8,  9. 

HONEST  MAHAOEMBIIT. 

See  Efficiency. 

HOmZOMTAL  ADVAHC£  IK  RATEii. 

Power  of  Commission  to  grant,  without  investgation  of  IndlTidual 
rates,  see  Rates,  22. 

HOB8E. 

Horse  dying  after  date  of  valuation,  see  Valuation,  221. 

ttOWBtM  OF  SE&VlCfi. 

Of  electric  company,  see  Service,  149-162. 
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HOUBS  OF  USE— ILLINOIS.  J8> 

HOUItS  OF  VMM. 

"Hours  use"  method  of  cost  analysis  in  fixing  rates  for  different 
classes  of  electric  consumers,  see  Appobtionment,  3. 

Electric  rate  to  give  eonsumers  benefit  from  increase  in  hours  ol 
use,  see  Rates,  154« 

HOUSES. 

Valuation  of  houses  not  useful  in  public  service,  see  VALUATioir, 
259,  277,  278. 

HTDRAXTS. 

Size  of  water  mains  to  which  hydrants  are  connected,  see  Sesvick, 

296. 
Water  service  for  fire  hydrants,  see  Sebvice,  304. 

HTDBAUUC  PUkNT. 

Allowance  for  property  used  only  in  an  emergency,  see  Valuation, 
262. 

HTDB06EM  SITLFHIBE. 

Test  for  trace  of,  in  gas,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  68. 

HTPOTHETICAIi  PUkHT  HETHOD. 

Of  apportioning  value  of  water  system,  see  Appobtionment,  53. 
Of  ascertaining  going  value,  see  \'ALtJATioi7,  372-378. 

ICE. 

Different  rates  for  different  classes  of  consumers,  see  IhScmixiNA- 
TION,  32. 

IBAHO. 

Findings  of  Commission  as  prima  facie  correct,  see  Appeai.  aitd 
Review,  18. 

Corporation  engaged  in  operation  of  watar  system  for  compensa- 
tion as  a  public  utility,  see  PtTBLK?  UxftrnM,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  discontinuance  of  four-party 
telq)hore  service,  see  Sebvice,  26. 

?»fethod  of  valuing  inefficient  irrigation  system,  see  Valuation,  6. 

IBLE  PROPEmTT. 

See  Pbopebty  Xot  tn  Use. 

nXEOAL  CORPORATIOH. 

Not  entitled  to  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  see  Cer- 
tificate OF  Conve:cience  and  Nbcessitt,  24,  25. 

0 

pxurois. 

When  telephone  company  is  operating  telephone  system  under 
Illinois  statute  so  as  not  to  require  certificate  of  convenience, 
•ee  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  11,  17. 
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182  ILLINOIS. 

Wl:at  constitutes  building  of  new  telephone  plaiit  under  Tllinors 
statute,  see  CEBmricATE  of  Convexiez^ce  and  Xbcessity,  15- 
16. 

Furnishing  telephone  service  as  ''operating  telephone  ajstem"  under 
Illinois  statute,  see  Cebtificatb  of  Convenience  and  Neces- 
smr,  17. 

Power  of  Ck>mmi8sion  to  construe  contract,  see  Commissions,  24. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  removal  of  powder  magazine  hj 
railroad  operating  coal  mines  in  violation  of  Mining  Law,  see 
Commissions,  33. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  payment  of  municipal  taxes 
on  poles  occupying  city  streets,  see  Commissions,  36. 

Validity  of  statute  authorizing  utility  to  control  competing  utility 
through  ownership  of  securities,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1. 

Validity  of  statute  restricting  right  to  a  supersedeas  on .  aj^peai 
from  a  Commission  order,  see  Constitutional  Law,  ^. 

{Statute  making  findings  of  Commission  prima  facie  correct  on  ap- 
peal as  denial  of  due  process,  see  CoNSTirutiONAL  Law,  10,  11. 

Municipal  franchise  fixing  rates  as  affecting  power  of  CojpqiisslQQ 
to  establish  different  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  33. 

Protection  of  grade  crossings,  see  Crossings,  17,  18. 

Duty  of  railroad  under  Illinoia  statuie^  as  to  dl^trlbutioi^  of  cars 
in  time  of  shortage,  see  Discrimination,  114. 

Free  service  as  compensation  for  franchise,  as  unlawful  discriipina- 
tion  under  Illinois  statute,  see  Discrimination,  132. 

Rules  for  electrical  construction,  see  Elegteicitt,  10. 

Right  of, foreign  corporation  to  purchase  stock  of  domestic  com- 
pany, see  Foreign  Corporations,  1. 

Reasonableness  of  orders  of  Commission  not  tested  by  injunction, 
see  Injunction. 

I^easonableoess  of  orders  not  detenpined  in  iniunetion  action,  see 
Injunction,  2. 

Pawer  of  Illinoia  Commission  to  require  in«tallatioa  of  track  scales 
at  certain  point  in  absenoe  of  action  by.  Congress  or  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  see  Intei^tatb  Commkro^  Ifi, 

Effect  of  option  to  city  to  buy  utility  to  render  it  a  municipal  plant, 
see  Municipal  Plant,  1. 

Individual  operating  rural  telephone  system  as  public  utility  under 
Illinois  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  18.,.     , 

Mutual  telephone  company  as  public  utility,  under  Illinois  statute, 
see  PuBUc  Utiutibs,  20. 

Rates  fixed  by  Commission  to  be  based,  on  evidence  taken,  te^ 
,     Rates,  12, 

Rates  increased  before  effective  date  pf  Public  Utilities  Act,  see 
Rates,  36,  19. 

Power  of  Commission  to  suspend  rates,  see  Rates,  19-2J. 

Power  of  Commission  to  establish  joint  freight  rates,  ^e  RaTBT, 
31. 

Statute  fixing  maximum  railroad  fare  as  affecting  power  of  Com- 
mission to  fix  a  less  rate,  see  Rates,  35. 
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*  '      ILLXESS— iKADBQtACt.  18* 

Authorizing  Commission  to  fix  street  fihway  i$f€B  as  Tiolatiiig 

constitutional  provision  against  operating  street  railway  witli- 

out  municipal  consent,  see  Rates,  41. 
Constitutional  provision  authorizing  legislature  to  provide  a  local 

municipal  government  as  affecting  power  ofCotfimfssion  io  reg^ 

ulate  street  railway  rates  in  city,  see  Rates,  42.'     '  - 
Policy  of  Commission  with  reference  to  permitting  public  utilities 

to   acquire  and  hold, large   tracts  of   real   estate, -see' RXaL 

Estate,  1,  2.         '  ' 

General  order  permitting  reparation  for  mistouting  shipments,  see 

Repasatioit,  9. 
Tibie  for  filing  complaint  76r  reparation  under  Illinois  statute,  see 

Repaeation,  14. 
Payment  of  sick  and  accident  benefits  to  employees,  see  Return, 

164.  .  .        ". 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  serv- . 

ice  notwithstanding  provision  of  Constitution  against  granting 

legislative  franchises  without  consent  of  local  kathorities,  see 

Sebvici:,  4. 
Juri8<fict!ion  o^  Alinois  Commission  to  approve  lease  of  railroad  to 

corporation  not  authorized  to  operate  ft,  see  Sebvice,  25. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  number  of  telephone 

messages  sent  by  a  subscriber,  see  Service^  40. 
Power  of  Cpmn^ission  to  regulate  practice  of  ^workmen  boarding 

street  cirs  in  dirty' clothes,  see  Service,  ^1. 
Severing  physical  connection  as  violation  Of  Illinois  statute,  see 

SBEVlk,'286. 
Validity  of  Illinois  Public  Utilities  act,  see  Statutes,  2,  3. 

ZLLHESS.  '^^^^  ■ 

Kules  in  Kew  Hampshire  requiring  tele^hoaei  to  makt  proriiion 
against  illnefes  of  operators,  P;tJ.R.1917B,  p.  C7T, 

ILLUMm ATIKO  POWER. 

'MiiidHMs  of  :g«i  tevieeviMe  Gamtfym,  1M»  H4» 

See  CONSTITDTIONAL  LAW,  30-73. 

niPBOViail^T  ACCOUNT. 

Use  of,  in  ascertaining  book  value,  see  Valuatiow,  77. 

XKFJtOVElfENTS. 

''    '***l^e  aW  feETTERMEiCTS. 

Permission   of   Commission   not  required   for  mere   alteration  of 
highway  crossing,  see  Crossings,  1. 

' '  ^"Jbtti  element  df  depreelation,  see  DsPMOTiftTioi?,  7. 

Depreciation  because  of  inadequacy  from  failure  to  install  mains 
•^'  of  suffidebt  capaeity'  fw  reaaottable  growth  of  eity,  see  Db- 

PBECIATION,  58,  61. 
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184  INADEQUATE  SEBVICE^INOIANA. 

XirA]>£QUAT£  SEBVIOE. 

Inadequatt  seprice  as  affecting  right  to  increase  rates,  see  Rates, 
94. 

IHCAMBESCEIIT  XJkMPSt 

See  Lamps. 

nrooME. 

Expenditure  for  retirement  of  bonds  accounted  for  under  income, 

see  AccomniNG,  1, 
See  generally  Return. 
Security  issues  against  ezjpenditures  out  of,  see  3EcrBiTT  Issues, 

34.  .  .    '     ' 

IHCOME  ACCOUNT. 

See  AocouiniKG,  6. 

XHCOBPORATIOIf. 

Articles  of,  see  Articles  of  iNcoRPOBATioir. 

Right  of  utility  to  operate  in  city  under  franchise  granted  l^ 

county  prior  to  incorporation  of  city,  see  Franchises,  3. 
incorporation  statutes,  see  I^tatittes. 

2HC1UBASED  USS. 

From  decreased  rates,  as  factor  to  be  considered  ii^  fixing  rates, 

see  Rates,  125,  126. 
Increased  use  from  lower  rates  as  factor  in  fixii\g  rated,  see  Rates, 

162. 

IKCBEASE  nr  RATES. 

Evidence  jieeessary  to  chow  Wes^  Virginia  ptatutsry  twp  cent  a 

mile  pass^ger  fare  confiscstofy^  see  Eviomv^jp,  6.  , 
Necessity  of  Commission  approval  for  increase  in  rates,  see  Rates, 

13.  *i  ;       .  .-  *  I    ■ 

Application  for  Increase  in  vates  wliUe  uAilitj  is  in  thu  iMttds  of 

the  receiver,  see  Rates,  50. 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of,  See  Ratss,  '^,  05^  SS^'-^S, 

64,  65. 
Inadequate  service  as  affecting  right  to  increafe  rates,  see  Rates, 

94.  '      •  '1 

IKDEMHITY.  ,      .   . 

Against  injury  upon  construction  of  private  grossing,  see  Cross- 
,    .  IKGS,  30. 

IHDIANA. 

Jurisdiction   of  Commission   over  construction  of*  i^^pj|y9«fr  4!pnP 
outside  of  corporate  Hmits  of  eity  or  town,  see  CQuifjfif^iONB, 

7.  -  ; 

Power  of  CommisAion  to  pass  upon  validity  of  muiiiiqipal  franchise, 
see  Commissions,  26. 
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lKDi\^DUALS— INDbsiWAl  PURPOSE.  Id6 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  pftirons  to  connect  their  instru- 
ments with  exchange  outside  the  corporate  limits,  see  Com- 
ine SIGNS,  38. 

Absence  of  provision  for  notice  and  hearing  rti  HeadHglit  Law  ai 
affecting  validity  of  Commission  order  requiring  headlights,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  construction  of  grade  crossings, 
see  Crossings,  3,  5,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  of  appeal  from  order  of  town  requir- 
ing railroad  to  open  stteet  across  right  of  way,  see  Crossings, 
6. 

Validity  of  thirty-year  franchise  to  water  utility,  see  Franchises, 
9." 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  refrigerator  car  service  wholly 
devote  to  interstate  movements,  see  Interstate  Oom^erce,  9. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  installation  of  natural 
gas  meters  where  gas  is  obtained  from  Indian  lands,  see  BEAt*^ 
ICE,  33. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  bulletin  boards  at  railroad 
stations  without  telegraph  office,  see  Service,  48. 

UIDlVUlUAIiS* 

Rates  to  individual  consumers  redtrcetf,  witere  city  does  not  tk)m- 

plain  of  municipal  rate,  see  Evidence,  4. 
Right  of  individual  to  question  rigiit  hi  utility  to  occupy  streets 

of  a  city,  see  Parties,  2. 
Op^ri^ting  rural  telephoQe  system  as  public  utilities,  see  Public 

Utilitibs,  18. 

IHDITCnOK. 

Power  o£  Comaiissioii  to  award  dama^fes  to  telephone  company  for 
indufftkm,  from  high  voltage  transmission  line,  see  Damages,  2. 

High  tension  lines  injuring  other  lines  by  induction,  see  Elec- 
VBiCIZTT,  16* 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  of  electric 
wires  to  pr^jvent  induction  and  leakagCi  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  953. 

JMUVmrBXAt  OOMMIMXOlf • 

standards  of  electarical  construction  adopted  by  WiiconBin  Indus- 
trial Commission,  see  Electricity,  12. 

nroiTSTBIAI.  COHCUMEB8. 

IBee  C«N9C7Miats  and  Patrons. 

iHDiniTmiAii  mttmAKCB. 

C9Be  iNstmAKdB. 

limtr*MUA£  FITRFOSB. 

Lofw  rate  for,  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  63-66. 
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IHDIISTltlAIi  BAIUtOAD. 

See  lUiLBOAPS. 

IHJIIJSTBIAX  TBACX8. 

Industrial  track  extensioa  into  competUm;  territory,  see  MpNOPOLT* 
AND  Competition,  21. 

IHDUSTBIES* 

Low  rates  to,  as  discrimination,  see  PisoRiiaif ation,  03-68. 
Railroad  owned  by  industry  as  carrier  e^tit^  to  joint  rate,  see 
Public  Utilities,  6. 

INEFFICIENT. 

See  also  Effioxenct. 

Method  of  valuing  inefficient  irrigatiion  system,  see  Valuation,  6. 

INITIAL  SOUB  OF  USE. 

High  rate  for,  see  Discbiicination,  79. 

INJUNCTION. 

/•  Mn  general,  i— 5. 
II.  Bight  to  temporary  imiunciion,  4i-^. 

J.  Ift  generql^    , 

See  also  PsoHiBrnoN. 

Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  tojoin  dmount  of  natural  gas 
taken  from  leased  wells,  see  Comuissions,  10.^ 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  compel  enlargement  of  railroad  cul- 
vert to  prevent  flooding  of  farm  lands,  see  CoiCMissioimpM'  - 

Jurisdiction  of  state  courts  oiver  suits  to  enjoin  exprew  oompaniei  from 
carrying  out  order  of  Interstate  Commeroe  CMumission,  se*  Coubts, 

1.  '  •"   .■• 

Power  of  California  court  to  restrain  Commission '  from  yrtsocuting 
violation  of  statutes  as  to  free  railroad  transportation,  see  Coubtb, 

2.  *        '  ' 
Jurisdiction  of  Federal  court  to  enjoin  alleged  oonfiseatory  rate  of 

utility  operating  in  several  states,  see  Courts,  4,  6. 
Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  ti^oontrol  er^ei)^  dl  higE  ientUb* 
wire  as  affected  by  absence  of  power  to  grant  in}u*etion,  km  Blec- 

TEICITT,  4a. 
Estoppel  to  bring  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin  oonflscatory  state 

rate,  see  Estoppel,  3,  4.  .    .  ■  ,  »  ,    ^  *    ...\i 

Injunction  against  express  rates  higher  tkaok  thois  aujU»0ited  by  state 

Commission,  sec  Interstate  Coxitebce,  23. 
Cross  bill  to  enjoin  order  fixing  rates,  e^  J?LMj^qf§y^.  -,  •  :;;  r^^.-Qy  . 
Dismissal  of  bill  to  enjoin  enforcement  of  rates  in  advanps  tf  SMftual 

trial,  see  Pbocedube,  3. 
Rates  estaHished  under  injunction  order  as  bas^  ^^r  y"in"t\ffff  JTrniMli 

tion  of  overcharges,  see  Bepabation,  5.  ^'   r 
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Suit  under  Missouri  statute  to  enjoin  railro«4  from  issuing  bonds  with- 
out consent  of  Commission,  see  Seouhitt  Issxjes,  4. 
Injtmction  against  shutting  off  city  water  supply^  see  Seryxce,  82. 

Annotation  on  contempt  for  violating  injunction  against  operating 
boa  line,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  569. 

1.  Injunction  is  the  proper  procedure  for  railroad  ccmpaniM  seek- 
ing relief  from  an  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  requiring  them 
to  erect  a  union  station;  since  in  making  such  orders  the  Commission 
was  acting  in  its  legislatiTe  or  admhristrative  capacity,  and  not  in  a 
judicial  or  quasi  judicial  capacity.  Mississippi  R.  Commission  v.  Mo- 
bUe  4  0.  R.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917F,  215  (8.  C.  —  Mlse.  — ,  75  So. 
778). 

2.  The  reatonablenees  of  an  order  of  the  IlHnofo  Commission  can- 
not be  determined  in  an  injunction  action;  since  the  statute  provides 
fer  a  hearing  heTore  £he  Commission  upon  that  qnestion,  and  for  an 
a^ieal  to  the  courts  from  tlie  order  made  lifter  e«Uih  hearing.  Chicago 
V.  O'Connell  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917E,  780  (8.  C.  2t»  111.  59^,  116  X.  E.  210). 

3.  A  receiver  of  a  natural  gas  company  has  not,  by  mandamus  in 
a  state  court,  such  a  plain  and  adequate  remedy  at  law  agatusiaa  mf-' 
l^ged  oonBacatory  rate^  fixed  by  the  state  Commission,  as  will  bar  his 
complaint  to  a  Federal  court  in  equity  to  enjoin  the  rate.  Landon  v. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  a  2$4  Fed. 
152). 

U,  Right  to  temporary  injunction.  * 

Temporary  injunction  to  suspend  Coronussion  order  regulating  train 
service  pending  appeal,  see  Coubts,  3. 

Annotation  on  temporary  injunction  pending  suit  to  prevent  en- ' 
forcement  of  rates,  P.U.R.1917P,  p.  5«8. 

4.  A  preliminary  injunction  against  the  enforcement  of  a  passenger 
rate  statute  and  orders  of  the  Commission  fixing  freight  rates  wilt  not 
be  granted  where  the  railroad  company  has  acquiesced  in  the  rates  for 
several  years,  where  the  public  cannot  be  adequately  protected  if  the 
injunction  issues,  and  where  there  can  be  a  speedy  trial  on  the  merits. 
Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  Fellows  (Fed.)  P.t.R.1917B,  523  (8.  C.  2S«  Fed. 
387). 

5.  Railroad  carriers  are  entitled  to  a  temporary  injunction,  pend- 
ing the  determination  of  an  action  for  a  permanent  injunction  against 
prosecution^  by  state  authorities  or  individual  shippers,  for  violation 
of  an  order  of  a  Commission  establishing  intrastate  rates,  where  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  ordered  such  carriers  to  estab- 
lish different  rates,  and  the  failure  to  comply  with  either  order  subje^ 
them  to  a  multiplicity  of  suits  involving  heavy,  if  not  confiscatory 
penalties.  Eastern  Texas  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Fed,)  P,U.R. 
1917F,  554  (S.  C.  242  Fed.  300). 

6.  Upon  an  application  for  a  temporary  injwiftlpA 4a.  af- action 
for  a  permanent  injunction  based  upon  a  rate  order  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  the  validity  of  the  order,  whether  it  is  properly 
issued,  whether  the  court  has  jurisdiction  in  the  case,  or  whether  spe- 
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cific  rates  promulgated  under  the  order  are  reasonable,  discriminatory, 
or  otherwise  illegal,  cannot  be  determined.  Eastern  Texr.s  R.  Co.  v.. 
Railroad  Commission    (Fed.)   P.U.R.1917F,  554   (S.  C.  242  Fed.  300). 

7.  The  mere  statement  of  a  single  Commi«sioiier  at  a  prirAte  eo  • 
ferenee  between  members  of  the  Commissions  of  two  states,  that  hia 
Commissioa  will  not  permit  a  high^  rate  to  be  charged  b^  a  natural 
gas  company  than  is  in  force  in  tiie  other  state,  is  not  of  itself  ground 
for  a  preliminary  injunction  against  tbe  Commisclon  in  an  action  at* 
tacking  a  rate  fixed  by  it  as  confiscatory,  although  the  rate  fixed  faj 
the  ot]^er  Commission  is  found  by  the  «ourt  to  be  confiscatory  and  its 
enforcement  enjoined.  Landon  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Fed«) 
P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234  Fed.  152). 

8.  Until  the  questions  involved  are  oonsidered  by  the  Commission, 
injunction  will  not  lie  to  restraia  a  telephone  company  from  discoa- 
necting  its  system  from  the  private  intercommimicating  system  of  m 
bank.  First  Nat.  Bank  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Tekg.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R 
1017 A,  90  (S.  C.  81  Or-  307,  159  Pac  Stl). 

Indemnity    against,    upon    construction   of   private    crossings    see 

CBOSSINQSy  30. 

Liabili^  lor  injury  to  meters,  see  SfiEVus,  130-132. 
During  construction  as  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  113. 

IHSOLVEIIT* 

Issuance  of  securities  upon  reorganization  of  insolvent  utility,  see 
SECuRtTT  Issues,  45-48. 

IN8PSCTIOH. 

Power  of  Alabama  Commission  to  compel  production  of  books  for 

examination  by  adverse  party,  see  Commissions,  35. 
Inspection  method  of  computing  depredation^  see  Depsbciatiox, 

11,  12. 
Right  of  electric  utility  to  charge  fee  for  inspecting  installation 

made  by  persons  not  connected  with  utility,  see  Ratss^  139. 
Charge  for   inspecting  private  fire-sprinkler  systems,  see  Rates, 

303,  304. 
Use  of,  in  ascertaining  value,  see  Valuation,  107. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Conunission  relative  to  inspection  of  wood 
poles  carrying  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.1917C,  p. 
942. 

IHSTALUkTlOH. 

Single  bill  for  several  installations,  see  Discrimination,  60. 
Utility  to  install  service  pipes,  see  Service,  114.  « 

IKSTAlXAnOH  CHARGE. 

Right  of  mutual  telephone  company  to  charge  stockholders  different 
installation  fee  under  Wisconsin  statute,  see  Discrimination, 
49. 
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PaTment  of,  by  solicitor  of  utility,  as  discrimination,  see  Disouin- 

NAnoN,  78. 
Reasonableness  of  rule  providing  for  telephone  installation  charge/ 

see  Payment,  22. 
Right  of  electric  utility  to  charge  fee  for  inspecting  installations 

made  by  persons  not  connected  wivh  the  utility,  see  Rates, 

138. 
Telephone  installation  charge,  see  Ratss,  276. 

nrsTAuaim. 

Power  of  CoramiBaion  to  modxiy  written  lease  to  comply  with  in- 
tention of  parties,  see  Commissions,  25. 

Payment  for  telephone  instnunent  as  affecting  sole  ownership  neces- 
sary to  effect  a  sale  of  the  line,  see  Cqnsoudation,  Mgboes, 
AND  Sals,  2. 

Ownership,  eare,  and  mainienanee  of  meters  and  other  service  ac- 
cessories, see  Service,  107-142. 

Cost  of  industrial  insurance  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Return, 
128. 

Allowance  of  insurance  during  construction  as  an  overhead,  see 
Valuation,  108,  114,  147-149,  174,  178. 

Annual  insurance  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  118. 

Allowance  for  tornado  insurance  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valu- 
ation, 149. 

Oharge  for,  in  fixing  cost  of  extension,  see  Valuation,  229. 

Valuation  of  water  right  on  theory  it  is  for  insurance,  see  Valu- 
ation, 425. 

INTAKE  PIPE* 

Depreciation  of,  see  Depreciation,  69,  60. 

IMTAHGIBLE  PROPERTY. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  350-433. 

Allowance  for  cost  of  reproducing  superseded  or  obsolete  property, 
see  Valuation,  351. 

nfTEKTIOH. 

Power  of  Commission  to  modify  written  lease  to  comply  with  inten- 
tion of  parties,  see  Commissions,  26. 

IHTERCHAHOE  OF  SERVICE. 

Advantage  of  consolidation  of  telephones  over,  see  Consolidation, 
Merger,  and  Sale,  10. 

INTERCORPORATE  RELATIONS. 

I.  In  general,  1,  2, 
II.  Jurisdiction,  patvers,  and  duties  of  Commissions,  8, 
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III,  Guaranty  of  bonds,  4,  5. 
,  IV.  Purchase  of  commodity,  6, 
V,  Use  of  railroad  right  of  way,  7. 
VI,  Contracts  for  telephone  stoitching,  8,  9. 

I.  In  general. 

Apportionment  of  operating  ^jcpense  of  joiatly  owned  telephone  ex- 
change, see  Apportionment,  2. 

Certificate  of  convenience  necessary  inhere  utility  merdy  prqioi^  to  d- 
change  commodities,  see  Cebtifioate  of  Convknience  and  Neces- 
sity, 8. 

Proof  of  lease  from  corporation  mhmte*  ghowipg  authoidactioii  and 
acceptance  of  lease,  see  Leases,  3. 

Right  upon  stockholder  to  invoke  Federal  Anti-trust  Act  against  en- 
forcement of  order  authorizing  utility  to  purchase  securities  of 
competing  utility,  see  PabtIbs,  6. 

Right  of  utility  having  contractual  relations  with  another  utility  to  be 
made  party  in  proceeding  to  inquire  into  reasona2Sl^^B4  of  rtttis 
of  latter  company,  see  Pabties,  0. 

3,  A  telephone  company  does  not»  as  a  matter  of  law,  acquire  in- 
directly the  controlling  interest  in  the  stoak  of  another  company  with- 
in the  meaning  of  a  statute  forbidding  it  to  do  so  without  the  consent 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission,  merely  because  such  stock  is  acquired 
by  the  principal  officers  of  the  former  corporation,  who  are  its  largest 
individual  stoddiolders,  its  chief  financial  backers,  and  the  main  ^ar- 
antors  of  its  indebtedness.  Slate  Bejt  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v..  Blue 
Mountain  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  872. 

2.  An  electric  railway  hauling  steam  railroad  cars  to  a  shipper's 
track  for  loading  or  unloading  is  not  "a  connecting  couunon  caurici;'' 
of  the  railroad  within  the  rule  allowing  a  carrier  to  make  a  per  diem 
charge  to  a  connecting  carrier  for  the  use  of  cars,  where  the  cars  do  not 
move  under  any  contract  between  the  electric  road  and  the  steam  road, 
but  under  billing  between  the  latter  road  and  the  shipper.  '  Public  tJUft- 
ties  Commission  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  88. 

II,  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commissions, 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  made  betwe^  pjbtlUif%  uife 

Constitutional  Law,  72,  73. 
Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  agreement  between  utilities  relative 

to  furnishing  service  in  particular  territory,  see  Monopoly  and 

Competition,  8.        *  -  .  •    ,        .       . 

Approval  of  contract  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  between 

two  utilities  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates, 

see  Rates,  10. 
Division  of  cost  of  physical  connection  and  division  of  toll  revenues 

between  telephone  companies,  see  Telephones,  4-6.  * 

Allowance  for  cost  of  money  in  telephone  rate  valuation  where  com- 

paoy  has  paid  4§  per  cent  of  gross  revenues  to  American  TetepAone 

&  Telegraph  Company,  see  Valuation,  121. 
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Allowance  for  promotion  expenses  where  company  lias  paid  4J  per  cent 
of  its  gross  revenues  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, see  Valuation,  162. 

Expense  of  connecting  track  between  railroads  as  chargeable  to  capital, 
see  Valuation,  215. 

8.  AutkofizatkMi  from  California  Ooramdasion  is  not  neoessarj  for 
the  purohftse  by  m  parent  company  of  the  bonds  of  its  subsidiaries.  Re 
San  Jose  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  939. 

I//.  Guaranty  of  hands,  '  - 

4.  Under  the  laws  of  Michigan  a  utility  having  the  right  to  make 
traffic  arrangements  with  another  company  may,  as  a  part  of  that 
right,  and  as  incident  thereto,  enter  into  an  agreement  to  guaranty  the 
latter's  bonds.    Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  8. 

5..  An  intercorporate  agreement  between  two  railway  companies 
whereby  one  of  them  pays  to  the  other,  under  the  designation  of  "rent 
of  tracks/'  interest  on  the  bonds  of  thei  latter  and  taxes  levied  en  its 
property,  by  virUie.of  an  alleged  lease  or  agreement  which  is  both  il- 
legal and  highly  improvident  in  r^P^ct  to  the  patrons  of  the  lessee, 
should  be  terminated;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  the  two  roads  are  prac- 
tically owned  by  one  person,  who  operates  them  aa  a  aii^gla  line.  Dob. 
son  T.  Kensington  R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1917F,  102. 

IV,  Purchase  of  commodity, 

6.  No  change  in  the  method  of  payment  for  power  as  provided  for 
by  a  contract  betwe^  utilities  cpntroUed  b^  the  same  board  of  directors 
is  necessary  so  long  as  the  rights  of  the  public  to  fair  and  reasonable 
rates  are  not  affected.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  70. 

F.  Use  of  nMroad  right  of  way, 

7.  A  railroad  company  has  a  right  to  demjGind  remuneration  for  tlie 
use  of  its  property  by  an  electric  utility  for  the  erection  of  poles, 
regardless  of  whether  the  property  is  used  for  railroad  or  incidental 
purposes.  State  Public  Utilities  Conmiission  v.,.AUaL~  tUL>' P.U.B 
1917E,  745.  ' 

TI,  Contraets  for  telephone  switching. 

Advantage  of  consolidation  of  telephones  over  interchange  of  service, 
see  Consolidation,  Meroeb,  and  Sale,  10.  - ' 

8.  A  telephone  company  shoald  hay«  its  switchiag  service  rendered 
by  another  company  covered  by  a  written  agreement  which  should  be 
filed  with  the  Board  of  Railroad  CommisM<irh«ra  under 'a  fikftth  DfllMlb 
statute  (Sesd.  Laws  1909,  §  4;  ehap.  489,  as  amended  Sese.  LawSvlOll, 
chap.  ^8)  rieqiflriiig  all  telephone  eompanies  to  file  with  the  Board 
before  transacting  business  a  copy  of  any  agieement  with  any  other 
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lil.  Guaranty  of  bonds,  4,  5. 
,  IV.  Purchase  of  commodity,  6. 
V.  Use  of  railroad  right  of  way,  7, 
VI.  Contracts  for  telephone  suHtchtng,  8,  9. 

I.  In  general. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expense  of  }oiBtly  owned  telephone  ex- 
change, see  Apportionment,  2. 

Certificate  of  convenience  necessary  where  utility  mer^  ^tdposek  to  ^dt- 
change  commodities,  see  Cebtifioate  ofConvkniencb  and  Neces- 
sity, 8. 

Proof  of  lease  from  corporation  minates  showing  authorisation  and 
acceptance  of  lease,  see  Lbases,  3« 

Right  upon  stockholder  to  invoke  Federal  Anti-trust  Act  against  en- 
forcement of  order  authorizing  utility  to  purchase  securities  of 
competing  utility,  see  Pabtirs,  6. 

Right  of  utility  having  contractual  relations  with  another  utility  to  be 
made  party  in  proceeding  to  inquire  into  reasonalflenifei  of 'caCiB 
of  latter  company,  see  Paktibs,  0. 

1.  A  telephone  company  does  not,  as  a  matter  of  law,  acquire  in- 
directly the  controlling  interest  in  the  stock  of  another  company  with- 
in the  meaning  of  a  statute  forbidding  it  to  do  so  without  the  consent 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission,  merely  because  such  stock  is  acquired 
by  the  principal  officers  of  the  former  corporation,  who  are  its  largest 
individual  sto<d^lders,  its  chief  financial  backers,  and  the  main  guar- 
antors of  its  indebtedness.  Slate  Belt  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Blue 
Mountain  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  872. 

2.  An  electric  railway  hauling  steam  railroad  cars  to  a  shipper^s 
track  for  loading  or  unloading  is  not  ''a  connecting  couvnon  cai;rlcc" 
of  the  railroad  within  the  rule  allowing  a  carrier  to  make  a  per  dirm 
charge  to  a  connecting  carrier  for  the  use  of  cars,  where  the  cars  do  not 
move  under  any  contract  between  the  electric  road  and  the  steam  road, 
but  under  billing  between  the  latter  road  and  the  shipper.  Public  Ctill- 
ties  Commission  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  88. 

II,  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commissions, 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  made  between  \4^\kit%^tfe 

Constitutional  Law,  72,  73. 
Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  agreement  between  utilities  relative 

to  furnishing  service  in  particular  territory,  see  Monopoly  and 

Competition,  8.        * 
Approval  of  contract  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  between 

two  utilities  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates, 

see  Rates,  10. 
Division  of  cost  of  physical  connection  and  division  o|  toll  revenues 

between  telephone  companies,  see  Telephones,  i-6.  ' 

Allowance  for  cost  of  money  in  telephone  rate  valuation  where  com- 

paoy  has  paid  4i  per  cent  of  gross  revenues  to  American  Telephone 

&  Telegraph  Company,  see  Valvatiox,  121.  ^ 
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Allowance  for  promotion  expenses  where  company  lias  paid  4J  per  cent 
of  its  grosjs  revenues  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, see  Valuation,  162. 

Expense  of  connecting  track  between  railroads  as  chargeable  to  capital, 
see  Valuation,  215. 

'8.  Autkodzatioii  from  California  Ooramdsaion  is  not  necessary  for 
the  purebMe  by  m  parent  company  of  the  bonds  of  its  subsidiftries.  Re 
San  Jose  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJl.l9nC,  930. 

///.  Chuaranty  of  hands, 

4.  Under  the  lavs  of  Michi^n  a  utility  having  the  right  to  make 
tra£Sc  arrangements  with  aaatber  company  may,  as  a  part  of  that 
rigbt,  and  as  incident  thereto,  enter  into  an  agreement  to  guaranty  the 
latter's  bonds.    Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  8. 

5.  An  intercorporate  agreement  between  two  railway  companies 
whereby  one  of  them  pays  to  the  other,  under  the  designation  of  "rent 
of  tracks,"  interest  on  the  bonds  of  thet  latter  and  taxes  levied  en  its 
pfoperty,  by  virtue. of  an  alleged  lease  or  agreement  which  is  both  il- 
legal and  highly  improvident  in  respect  to  the  patrons  of  the  lessee, 
should  be  terminated;  and  it  is  inmiaterial  that  the  two  roads  are  prac- 
tically owned  by  one  person,  who  operates  them  aa  a  singla  line.  Boh. 
son  T.  Kensington  R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1917F,  102. 

IV.  Purchase  of  commodity, 

6.  No  change  in  the  method  of  payment  for  power  as  provided  for 
by  a  contract  between  utilities  controlled  by  the  same  board  of  directors 
is  necessary  so  long  as  the  rights  of  the  public  to  fair  and  reasonable 
rates  are  not  affected.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  70. 

F.  Use  of  rtMroad  right  of  way* 

7.  A  railroad  company  has  a  right  to  demand  remuneration  for  the 
use  of  its  property  by  an  electric  utility  for  the  erection  of  poles, 
regardless  of  whether  the  property  is  used  for  railroad  or  incidental 
purposes.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v...AUaL  •(HI.)  P.U.B 
.1917E,  745.  ' 

TI.  Contracts  for  telephone  switching. 

Advantage  of  consolidation  of  telephones  over  interchange  of  service, 
see  Consolidation,  Meroeb,  and  Sale,  10.  ■ 

8.  A  telephone  company  shoald  have  its  switchiag  service  renderc>d 
by  another  company  covered  by  a  written  agreement  which  should  be 
filed  with  the  Board  of  Railroad  CommissSob^'t  under 'a*  90Atlf  DfllMte 
statute  (Sesd.  Laws  1909,  §  4;  chap.  189,  as  amended  Sese.  LawStlOll, 
cha^.  m.S)  requiring  all  telephone  companies  to  file  with  the  Board 
before  transacting  business  a  copy  of  any  agreement  with  any  other 
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telephone  company.    Ke  Indian  Creek  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.IOITE, 
533. 

9.  A  rural  telephone  company  charging  rates  that  include  the  fur- 
nishing of  toll-line  connection  should  not  be  permitted  to  discontinue  a 
switching  contract  with  a  toll -line  company  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
agreement  requires  the  rural  company  to  guarantee,  collect,  and  pay 
over  to  the  toll  company,  the  fees  for  the  transniission  of  toll  messages 
originating  on  the  rural  lines,  since  this  is  a  reasonable  rei^irement. 
Re  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  786. 

INTEREST, 

Basis  of  apportioning  interest  on  municipal  waterworks  to  public 

fire  protection  service,  see  Appobtionment,  46. 
Apportionment  of  generally,  see  Appootionment,  68. 
Interest  on  deposits  made  to  insure  payment  of  bills,  see  PATicCNt, 

20,  24,  26. 
Municipal  plant  not  to  charge  rates  to  pay  interest  on  bonds  which 

have  been  retired,  see  Retubw,  28. 
Return  to  be  more  tiian  interest  rate  on  money,  see  Rbtubn ,  54-57. 
Interest  on  part  of  municipal  waterworks  devoted  to  pubHo  fire 

protection  as  charge  for  fire  service,  see  RETcniN,  127. 
On  bonded  indebtedness,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Rktubic,  128. 
Interest  upon  accrued  depreciation  fund  as  operating  expense,  see 

Return,  166. 
On  borrowed  money  as  part  of  net  return  or  of  operating  expenses, 

see  Retubn,  167-169. 
Right  to  issue  securities  to  pay  interest,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  23,  25. 
Utility   to   pay  interest  on  value  of  equipment  not  taken  over 

promptly  as  ordered  by  Commission,  see  Service,  121. 
Interest  on  meter  deposits,  see  Service,  135. 
On  amount  paid  for  franchise,  see  Valuatiox,  413. 

INTEBEST  DUBING  COHSTRVCTIOH. 

Allowance  for,  as  an  overhead  ex|>enae,  see  Valuatton,  108,  114, 
117,  129,  134-144,  176,  178. 

Interest  during  construction  as  part  of  cost  of  establishing  busi- 
ness, see  Valuation,  383. 

IHTEBFBBBlfC|p:. 

Electrical  interference  between  wires,  see  Eleotricitt  generally, 

and  particularly,  14-20. 
State  interlerenee  with  interstate  oommeroe,  me  Interstate  Com- 

laatcE,  9-21. 

IHTERIOB  POINTS. 

Rates  to  interior  points  not  to  be  made  unreasonably  high  to 
equalize  lake  port  rates,  see  Rates,  207. 

IHTBBIXKJKIirO  PLANT. 

Power  of  North  Carolina  Commission  to  disregard  contract  between 
utilities  relative  to  character  of  interlocking  plant,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  72. 
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/.  What  constitutes,  i— ^. 

a.  In  generalf  1,  2, 

b.  When  interstate  Hhipmeni  enSs,  &• 

c.  Natural  gas,  4,  5. 

d.  StocU  quotation  service,  6. 

6.  Incidental  passage  through  another  state,  7. 
/,  Holding  cars  on  trade  across  state  line,  S* 
II,  State  interference  with,  9^21. 
a.  In  general,  9^14, 
h.  Regulation  of  lo€^motive  headlights,  IS, 

c.  Installation  of  tracic  scales,  10, 

d.  Regulation  of  sleeping  car  service,  17,  13. 

e.  Stopping  of  interstate  trains,  19'~21, 

III,  Conflicting  state  and  Federal  regulations,  22,  2B, 

See  also  Intbastate  Commerce. 

Apportionment  of  railroad  expenses  and  investment  between  inter- 
state and  intrastate  business,  see  AppoBnoKitKirr,  19-23,  26. 

Extending  free  time  of  baggage  storage  to  intrastate  commercial 
travelers,  as  unlawful  diseriminaticm,  ace  DiBCUMiNAnoN,  74. 

Elimtnation  of  discrimination  between  interstate  and  intoastate 
rates,  see  DisosiMiirATiON,  d3. 

EstabUshiKnt  of  express  station  to  facilitate  idiipmenta  of  beer 
into  prohibition  states,  see  Sebvice,  41. 

I,  What  constitutes. 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  what  constitutes  interstate  commerce,  P.U.R.1&17F, 
p.  226. 

1.  Usage  and  custom  cannot  be  invoked  to  convert  intd  ati  inter- 
state shipment  that  which,  by  the  terms  of  a  written  contract,  was 
plainly  intended  to  be  an  intrastate  shipment.  State  ex  rel.. Chicago,  M. 
&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  215 
(S.  C.  269  Mo.  63,  189  S.  W.  377). 

2.  Shipments  of  grain  between  points  within  a  state  for  delivery 
and  sale  by  a  consignee  of  the  shipper  on  the  floor  of  the  board  of  trade 
at  the  point  of  destination,  constitute  intrastate  shipments,  and  it  is 
immaterial  whether,  after  sale,  the  grain  moves  beyond  the  state  line. 
State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  215  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  189  S.  W.  377). 

h.  When  interstate  shipment  ends, 

3.  The  interstate  character  of  a  carload  of  freight  from  outside  a 
state  comes  to  an  end  on  arriving  at  tiie  final  steam  railroad  destina- 
tion for  a  consignee  who  intends  to  unload  the  car  and  have  the  con- 
tents delivered  by  electric  railway  to  his  business,  so  that  the  Compolf 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 13. 
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sion  can  require  the  railroad  to  spot  the  car  to  facilitate  airioadiaf  aa 
electric  railway  delivery.  Public  Utilities  Commissioii  v.  Portland 
Terminal  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  43.  . 

e.  Naiurol  gaa, 

4.  Natural  gas  procured  in  one  state,  and  piped  to  another  for  sale, 
is  an  article  of  interstate  commerce  notwithstanding  a  small  amount 
of  gas  is  inseparably  mingled  with  it  in  the  later  state;  and  a  con- 
fiscatory rate  therefor  fixed  by  a  state  Commission  is  consequently  in 
violation  of  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution.  Lan- 
don  V.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234 
Fed.  162). 

5.  The  fact  that  natural  gas  is  brought  in  from  another  state  does 
not,  in  the  absence  of  congressional  action,  deprive  a  New  York  Com- 
mission of  jurisdiction  to  fix  a  proper  rate  to  be  charged  therefor. 
Davis  V.  Pennsylvania  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  611. 

d.  Stock  quotation  service. 

6.  The  furnishing  by  a  telegraph  eompany  in  Kansas  City,  Mis- 
souri, of  stock  quotations  to  subscribers  by  means  of  tickers;  which 
quotations  the  company  buys  from  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange, 
transmitting  ihem  over  company  wires  from  that  city  and  transferring 
them  to  tickers  through  its  own  instrumentalities  and  devices,  is  not 
interstate  commerce  and  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  ol  the  Missouri 
Commission.  Schauble  V.  Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
932  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  557). 

e.  Incidental  passage  through  another  state, 

7.  A  state  Commission  has  jurisdiction  over  a  rate  to  be  charged 
for  the  carriage  of  freight  from  one  point  to  another  within  a  stofte  al- 
though the  route  incidentally  passes  through  another  state.  Re  ChicagOi 
M.  ft  St  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917F,  221. 

/.  Holding  oars  on  track  across  state  line* 

8.  The  mere  fact  that  a  railroad  company,  for  its  own  convenience, 
holds  cars  of  grain  on  a  track  across  the  state  line  at  the  point  of 
destination,  does  not  convert  what  would  otherwise  be  an  intrastate 
shipment  into  an  interstate  shipment.  State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M.  &,  St. 
P.  R.  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  215  (S.  C. 
269  Mo.  63,  189  S.  W.  377). 

//.  State  interference  with* 

a.  In  general. 

Requiring  carriers  to  give  Railroad  Commission  notice  of  proposed 
advance  in  rates  as  interfering  with  rij^ht  of  Interstate  ('ommeree 
Commission  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  80. 

Fact  that  rule  is  broad  enough  to  apply  to  inter«>tate  commerce  as 
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affecting  its  yali4ii7  wiik  i«f«reiic6  tQ  iutra«tat#  commerce,  tee 
CoNSTrrunoNAL  Law,  81. 

Auiotation  on  interference  with  interstate  rates,  P.UJR.1917F,  p. 
«]6. 

9.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  a  rail* 
road  to  restore  a  pick-up  refrigerator  car  service,  where  the  shipments 
made  through  such  service  are  wholly  interstate  movements.  Yaser  v. 
Evansville  &  I.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917A,  232. 

10.  An  order  fixing  reasonable  intrastate  railroad  rates^is  not  an  in- 
terference with  iilterstate  traffic  in  violation  of  $  8,  H  3  of  art.  1  of  the 
Federal  Constitution,  because  in  some  instances  interstate  rates  are  in- 
directly affected.  San  Franeiaco  Chamber  ol  Commerce  v.  Southern  P. 
Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  334. 

11.  An  order  of  a  state  Commission  fixing  freight  rates  for  intra- 
state traffic  does  not  constitute  an  unlavrful  interference  with  interstate 
commerce  although  such  rates  are  lower  than  similar  interstate  rates 
fixed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  State  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v,  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  271  (S.  C. 
278  111.68,116  N.  E.  904). 

12.  The  Nevada  Railroad  Commission  may  reduce  an  intrastate  com- 
modity rate  although  it  affects  the  business  of  interstate  shippers,  it 
appearing  that  the  new  rate  is  a  just  and  reasonable  one  for  the  serv- 
ice rendered;  and  it  is  immaterial  whether  this  gives  the  state  shipper 
the  control  of  the  local  market.  Re  Southern  P.  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R. 
191 7C,  63. 

13.  It  cannot  be  assumed  that  a  state  legislature  and  Commission 
intended  demurrage  rules  to  apply  to  both  intrastate  and  interstate 
commerce  because  of  the  fact  that  at  the  time  they  ^ere  adopted  courts 
of  last  resort  of  certain  other  states  had  held  it  was  within  the  power 
of  the  states  to  make  such  rules  applicable  to  both  kinds  of  commerce, 
especially  where  so  to  construe  the  law  applicable  thereto  would  render 
it  unconstitutional.  State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public 
Service  Conunission  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917C,  631  (S.  C.  04  Wash.  274» 
162Pac.623). 

14.  A  separate  looal  freight  rate  for  coal  shipped  from  Galewood,  a 
station  inside  of  Chicago,  to  Morton  Grove,  Illinois,  a  distance  of  about 
12  miles,  over  a  route  wholly  within  that  state,  is  not  so  related  to 
through  freight  rates  to  Galewood  from  coal-producing  districts  inside 
or  outside  the  state  as  to  exclude  regulation  by  the  Illinois  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  Congress  not  having  exerted  its  paramount  con- 
stitutional power,  where  there  may  be  a  blending  of  interstate  and  in- 
trastate operations  of  interstate  carriers,  to  limit  the  authority  of  the 
state,  and  there  being  nothing  to  show  that  the  order  of  the  state  Com- 
mission gives  commercial  advantages  to  shippers  and  producers  of  coal 
in  Illinois  over  shippers  and  producers  outside  the  state.  Chicago,  M. 
4b  St.  P.  R.  Co.  V.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.R. 
1Q17C,  316  (S.  C.  242  U.  S.  333,  61  L.  ed.  341,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  173). 
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h.  Regulation  of  loeomaiive  headiit^tSt 

Review  of  state  order  requiring  headlights  on  locomotives,  see  Appeal 
jUft  REVIEW,  IS. 

15.  Until  Congress  acts  in  the  matter,  there  is  no  unconstitutional 
interference  with  interstate  commerce  in  an  order  of  a  State  Railroad 
Commission,  made  under  legislative  authority,  requiring  all  engines 
used  in  the  transportation  of  trains  over  any  line  of  railroad  within  tlie 
state  to  be  equipped  with  headlights  of  not  less  than  1,500  candle  power. 
Vandalia  R.  Co.  y.  Public  Service  Commission  (U.  S.)  P.U.1917B, 
1004  (S.  C.  242  U.  S.  295,  61  L.  ed.  276,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Aep,  93). 

o.  Installation  of  traefc  scates. 

16.  The  Illinois  Conunission  does  not  lose  its  power  given  by  the 
act  of  April  25,  1871,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  May  18,  1877,  to  re- 
quire a  railroad  to  install  track  scales  at  a  station  shipping  over  50,000 
bushels  of  grain  in  a  year,  by  the  fact  that  practically  all  of  the  ship- 
ments were  interstate,  since  Congress  has  not  legislated  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  not  taken  jurisdic- 
tion thereof.  Baber  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  k  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917 A,  230, 

d.  Regulation  of  iHeeping  car  service, 

17.  The  establishment  of  more  convenient  Pullman  car  service,  which 
is  for  the  benefit  of  interstate  as  well  as  intrastate  passengers,  is  not  an 
interference  with  interstate  commerce.  Arizona  Corp.  Commission  v. 
Arizona  Eastern  R.  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1917D,  705. 

18.  An  order  of  the  Commission  requiring  a  railroad  to  attach  a 
sleeping  car  to  its  interstate  train  on  its  run  between  two  cities  within 
-the  state  and  return  does  not  necessarily  impose  an  undue  burden  on 
interstate  commerce  in  the  absence  of  congressional  legislation  or  rule 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  fixing  a  schedule  for  the  rqn- 
ning  of  such  trains.  Chesapeake  4  0.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Com- 
mission (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  104  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  89  S.  E.  844). 

e.  Stopping  of  interstate  trains. 

Annotation  on  stopping  of  interstate  trains,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  616. 

19.  A  state  Commission  cannot  require  a  railroad  company  to  stop 
all  of  its  interstate  trains  at  one  station  at  least  in  a  large  city  where 
it  does  not  appear  that  there  is  any  demand  for  such  service.  Taxpayers 
Alliance  v.  New  York  &  H.  R.  Co.  (X.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  248. 

^0.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  power  to  require  the  stoppage  of 
interstate  trains  or  the  rearrangement  of  their  schedules  where  that 
is  necessary  to  afford  adequate  local  train  service.  Cole  v.  Missouri  P. 
ll.*Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  417  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  230). 

21.  A  railroad  was  required  to  stop  an  additional  interstate  pas- 
aenger  train  each  way  daily  for  a  test  period  of  one  year  at  a  county 
seat,  having  about  2,500  inhabitants,  that  was  located  in  a  densely 
populated  and  prosperous  country,  and  that  furnished  a  large  passenger 
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and  freight  business,  to  enable  passengers  and  the  mail^  to  reafh  a 
metropolitan  city  and  return  during  reasonable  hours  and  at  greater 
despatch.  Cole  t.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  417  (S.  C. 
4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R,  230). 

///•  Conflicting  state  and  Federal  regulations. 

Validity  <^  California  constitutional  provision  relative  to  charges  for 

long  and  short  hauls,  see  CoNBTrrurioivAL  Law,  82. 
Jurisdiction  of  Federal  courts  to  enjoin  alleged  confiscatory  rates  of 

utility  transporting  natural  gas  in  several  states,  see  Comrs,  4,  5. 
Jurisdiction  of  Federal  court  to  enjoin  confiscatory  natural  gas  rate 

without  determining  whether  gas  is  article  of  interstate  commerce, 

see  CouBTS,  5. 

22.  The  requirement  of  S.  D.  Laws  1911,  ehap.  207,  |  10,  as  amended 
by  Laws  1913,  chap.  304,  that  no  advance  in  intrastate  rates  may  be 
made  except  after  thirty  days'  notice  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Com- 
missioners by  the  iQing  of  schedules,  and  to  the  public  by  publication 
and  posting  in  every  office  of  the  carrier  in  the  state,  may  be  disre- 
garded by  express  companies  when  raising  intrastate  rates  conformaMy 
to  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  which  directed 
such  companies  to  remove  an  existing  discrimination  against  interstate 
commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  rates  between  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
and  South  Dakota  points  than  for  substantially  equal  distances  between 
such  South  Dakota  points  and  ^ye  named  South  Dakota  cities.  Ameri- 
can Exp.  Co.  V.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.IOITF^  45  (S.  C. 
244  U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1352,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  656). 

23.  A  state  court  has  jurisdiction  to  enjoin  the  putting  into  effecrl 
of  a  schedule  of  express  rates  higher  than  those  authorised  by  the  state 
Commission,  although  such  schedule  was  made  to  conform  wHh  the 
interstate  rates  for  the  purpose  of  eliminating  discrimination  against 
a  city  without  the  state  in  compliance  with  an  order  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  v.  American  Exp.  Co. 
(S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  471  <8.  C.  38  S.  D.  227, 161  N.  W.  132). 


IHTratSTATE  COMMEBCE  COMMiraiOH. 

See  also  Commissions;  Interstate  CoiciiERCB. 

Validity  of  state  order  requiring  railroad  to  furnish  tank  cars 
for  shipment  of  gasolene,  although  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission has  no  power  to  make  such  order,  see  CONSTiTtJTiONAL 
Law,  16. 

Requiring  carriers  to  give  Railroad  Commission  notice  of  proposed 
advance  in  rates  as  interfering  with  right  of  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
80. 

Jyrisdiction  of  state  court  over  suits  to  enjoin  express  companies 
from  carrying  out  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
see  CouBTS,  1. 

Elimination  of  discrimination  between  ikiterstate  and  intrastate 
rates,  see  Disc|UMINAtion,  93, 
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198  INTERSTATE    TARIFFS. 

Railroads  as  entitled  to  temporary  injtmction  against  state  rates 
conflicting  with  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  rates,  see 
Injunction,  5. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  require  installation  of  track  scales 
at  certain  point  in  absence  of  action  hy  Congress  or  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  see  Interstatb  CommKkce,  16. 

Necessity  of  following  requirements  of  state  statute  in  obeying  order 
of   Interstate  Conmierce   Commission,  see   Interstate   Com- 

MEBCE,  22. 

Effect  of  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  directing  ex- 
press companies  to  remove  existing  discriminations  against  in- 
terstate commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  intrastate  rates, 
see  Obders,  7-11. 

Jurisdiction  to  fix  street  railway  rates  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
see  Rates,  44. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  courts  of  action  to  recover  alleged 
overcharges  on  interstate  shipments,  P.U.R.1917D,  p»  729. 

1.  Congress  could  and  did  invest  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion with  authority  to  remove  an  existing  discrimination  against  inter- 
state commerce  by  directing  a  change  of  an  intrastate  rate  prescribed 
by  state  authority.  American  Exp.  Co.  v.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  (U. 
S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  45  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1362,  37  Sup,  Ct 
Eep.  656). 

2.  An  order  of  the  Interstate  Conuneroe  Commi^ion  directing  e2> 
press  companies  to  remove  an  existing  discrimiiHition  against  interstate 
commerce  l>y  ceasing  to  charge  higher  rates  between  Sio«x  City,  I^wa, 
and  South  Dakota  points  than  fpr  substantially  equal  distanoes  be- 
tween such  South  Dakota  points  and  Aye  named  South  Dakota  cities 
is  not  BO  indefinite  as  not  to  serve  the  express  companies  as  «  justifica- 
tion for  failure  to  observe  the  regulations  and  orders  imposed  by  state 
authority  respecting  such  intrastate  rates,  since  the  necessary  data  for 
adjusting  the  rates  in  controversy  are  furnished  by  the  limitation  in 
such  order  to  the  relation  of  rates  to  and  from  Sioux  City,  and  to  and 
from  the  five  South  Dakota  cities  "under  substantially  similar  circum- 
stances and  conditions  and  for  substantially  equal  distances,"  and  by 
the  statement  in  the  Commission's  report,  which  is  made  a  part  of 
the  order,  that  oae  of  such  express  companies  operates  over  the  lines 
of  the  Chicago  k  Northwestern  and  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Minneapolis,  & 
Omaha  Railway  Companies,  and  the  other  over  the  line  of  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee*  &  St.  Paul  Railway  Company.  American  Exp.  Co.  v.  State 
ex. rel.  Caldwell  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  45  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed. 
1362,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  656 ) . 

3.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  no  power  to  regulate 
intrastate  rat^  for  the  purpose  of  eliminating  discrimination  resulting 
from  inequalities  between  intrastate  rates  and  interstate  rates.  State 
ex  rel.  Caldwell  v.  American  Exp.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  471  (S.  C. 
38  S.  D.  227,  161  N.  W.  132). 

IKTERSTATli  TARtlTS. 

Requisites  of  interstate  tariff,  see  Rates,  203. 
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UTTERimBAH  RAILROADS. 

See  also  Street  Railways. 

Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  furnishing  electricity,  steam,  and 
interurban  railway  service,  see  Apportionment,  70. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  of,  s^  Appobtionicent,  5,  6. 

P0r  diem  charge  to  shippers  without  free  time  for  steam  railroad 
cars  hauled  l>y  electric  railroad  as  within  jurisdiction  of  Maine 
Commission,  tee  Comhissioks,  41. 

Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars  at  terminal  on  request  of  consignee 
so  that  contents  may  be  hauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Elimination  of  grade  crossings,  see  Cbossinos,  21,  22. 

Apportionment  to,  of  cost  of  eliminating  grade  crossing,  see  Cboss- 
inos, 28. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Depbeciation,  28. 

Lower  rate  to  traction  company  than  to  other  large  consumers 
as  discrimination,  see  Disobimination,  61. 

Reduced  fares  to  workingman  as  discrimination,  see  DisdnoHA- 
TION,  69. 

Discrimination  in  fare  zones,  see  Discbimination,  85. 

When  electric  railway  handling  steam  railroad  cars  is  not  ^con- 
necting common  carrier,"  see  Intebcobpobatb  Relations,  2. 

End  of  interstate  character  of  shipment  on  steam  roads  where  goods 
are  to  be  unloaded  and  deliyered  by  electric  road,  see  Intbb- 

STATE  COMKEBCE,  3. 

Competition  between,  and  steam  railroads^  see  Monopoly  and  Com- 
petition, 47. 

Automobile  competition,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  48,  49. 

Interurban  railway  rates,  se^  Rates  generally,  and  particularly, 
167-180. 

Collection  of  excess  fares  from  interurban.  railway  passengers  with- 
out tickets,  see  Rates,  180. 

Per  ditm  charge  to  shipper  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  electric 
railway,  see  Rates,  241-243. 

Street  railway  fare  on  territory  annexed  to  city,  see  Rates,  263, 
264. 

Amount  of  return  for  interurban  railway,  see  Rbivbn,  77-79. 

Allowance  for  oporating  expenses,  see  Rstubic,  123. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maine  statute  to  require  physi- 
cal connection  between  steam  railroads  and  eleetrio  raikoads, 
see  Service,  38. 

Duty  of  electric  railway  as  to  use  of  one-man  cars  in  Wisconsin, 
see  Sebvice,  166. 

Serrice  by,  see  Sebvice  generally,  and  particularly,  166*l7d. 

Duty  of  interurban  railways  as  to  carrying  red  lights  at  night,  see 
Sebvice,  166. 

Duty  of  electric  raijways  as  to  speed  at  switches,  see  Service,  167. 

Duty  of  interurban  railway  to  file  time  table  with  Commission,  see 
Sebvice,  168. 
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20p       INTOXICATING  LIQUOBS— INTEBSTATE   TRAFFIC. 

Policy  of  Maine  statute  as  to  freight  service  by,  iDterurban  rail- 
ways when  not  in  competition  with  railroad,  see  Sebvice,  170. 
V^uation  of,  see  Valuation, 

Issuance  of  securities  for  promotion  services  of,  see  Valuation,  167. 
Allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  349. 

Kules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  wires  of  electric  railways  on  wood  poles  carrying  electric 
wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  988. 

1.  Interurban  railways  are  required,  under  the  rules  adopted  by  the 
Wisconsin  Commission,  to  equip  all  main-line  switches  with  targets  for 
day  indication  and  lights  for  night  indication.  Re  Electric  R.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  263. 

2.  All  electric  railway  companies  are  required,  under  the  rules 
adopted  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  to  submit  to  the  Commission 
for  approval  plans  showing  the  location  of  pilots,  fenders,  or  life  guards 
on  cars.    Re  Electric  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1017D,  263. 

3.  All  companies  operating  electric  oars  are  required,  under  the 
rules  adopted  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  to  file  with  the  Commis- 
sion for  approval  plans  and  specifications  of  the  desij^  of  all  new  cars 
to  be  built  or  purchased  and  plans  for  the  reraajeling  at  all  old  cars. 
Re  Electric  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.B.1017D,  263. 

4.  An  interurban  railroad  company  m^y  bie  authorized  to  construct 
the  road  through  the  medium  of  a  construction  company,  provided  the. 
latter,  if  a  foreign  corporation,  shall  doi^esticate  itself  ynder  the  laws 
of  the  state.    Re  Omaha,  L.  &  B.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.;917A,  907. 

nrroxicATiHG  uqvors. 

Prohibition  of  sale  of,  as  ground  for  dismissing  complaint  alleging 
unlawful  discrimination  in  rates  on  the  return  of  empty  beer 
packages,  see  Procedube,  12. 

XNTBASTATE  COMMERCE. 

See  also  Ixtebstate  Commerce. 

Elimination  of  discrimination  between  interstate  and  intrastate 

rates,  see  Discrimination,  93. 
Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  where  shipventa  bet^ireen  two 

points  in  state,  passes  through  another  state,  see  Interstate 

Commerce,  7. 
Fixing   rates   for,  as   interfering  with   intestate   commerce,   see 

Interstate  Commbrcs,  10-14. 
Grant  by  Congress  to  Interstate  Commerce  Commissijon  of  power 

to  raise  intrastate  rates,  to  eliminate  discrimination  against 

interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Co^cmebce  (IJoMl^SfON^  1. 

IKTRASTATE  TARIFF* 

Requisites  of  tariflt,  see  Rates,  203. 

XmCRASTATE .  TRAFFIC. 

Extending  free  time  of  bagg&ge  storage  to  intrastatje  commercial 
travelers,  as  unlawful  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  74. 
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Effect  of  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  direeiing  ex- 
press compftnies  to  remove  eidsting  discrlttiinAtions  tgainst 
interstate  commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  intrastate 
rates,  see  Orders,  7-11. 

Consideration  of  revtaues  from  interstate  moTeraents  la  fixing 
intrastate  rates,  see  Rates,  230. 

rnVBlTTOI^T. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  making,  see  Appobtionicent,  69. 

Making  of,  see  generally  Valuation. 

Allowance  for  omissions  from  inventory  in  overhead  expenses^  lee 

Valuation,  108,  151, 153,  155,  156. 
Consideration  of  imperfect  inventory,  see  Valuation,  155. 

IHVBSTIGATIOH  Of*  RATES. 

See  generally  Rates. 

Capitalization  of  rate  investigation  exp'^nses,  see  Valuatioit,  222. 

in  VMTMJG^l'. 

Apportionment  of,  see  generally  APPOttTlONMENT. 

Basi^  of  apportioning  vahied  between  different  departtnesdU,  see 

Appobtionicent,  56-70. 
As  fattiH'  to  be  considered  in  rate  making,  see  Rates,  ^. 
Effect  on  investment  of  increase  in  commutation  rates,  see  Ratvs, 

92. 
Consideratien  of  investment  in  fixing  reintn,  see  RirruBN,  S6. 
Ammrtizatiott  of,  see  Rktubn,  172,  173. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  38,  39,  42,  43,  66-67. 
Casli  investment  considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation^  85. 
Coat  of  office  fnrniture  as  operating  expense  or  capital  charge,  see 

Valuation,  228. 
Cost  of  drilling  natural  gas  wells  as  operating  expense  or  capital 

charge,  see  Valuation,  236,  237. 
In  excess  of  present  needs,  see  Valuation,  243,  244,  249,  254-261. 
In  securities  of  another  company  not  included  in  working  capital, 

see  Valuation,  325. 
Betterments  not  ihc^lded  in  investment  in  determining  allowance 

for  going  value,  see  Valuation,  401. 

IOWA. 

Peirer  of  Commiscrion  otef  granting  of  ft ftn<dilses  lor  electric  trans- 
mission lines,  se4  OanwttAtm  or  Coitvbkiengb  and  Necessity, 
3,  4,  18. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  location  of  railroad  to  avoid  dam- 
ages from  fiood,  see  Commissions,  31. 

Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  to  telephone  company  for 
induction  from  high  voltage  transmission  line,  see  Damages,  2. 

Rules  for  electrical  construction,  see  ELECtiticiTT,  11. 

Power  ot  ComHiisriiotl  td  efliiabli^h  inatinium  freight  t^tes,  see 
Rates,  28. 
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202  IRCN-^OINT  OPERATION. 

IBOH. 

AfloertaiiuBieiit  of  nnit  eost  of  iron  maiiiB,  tee  Vaijjatioiv,  104,  105. 

UtRIGATIOH. 

Review  of  order  determining  priority  of  right  to  water,  tee  Appeal 

AND  RSVIEW,  9. 
Right  to  reserve  use  of  irrigation  water  in  conveyance  of  waters 

appropriated  to  public  use,  see  Constitutional  Law,  55. 
Power  of  California  Commission  to  annul  discriminatory  contract 

for  use  of  water  entered  into  under  Constitution  of  1879,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  56. 
Provision  in  conveyance  of  land  fixing  irrigation  rates  as  affecting 

power  of  state  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  58. 
Free  telephone  service  to  irrigation  company,  see  Piscbimination, 

33. 
Free  water  to  land  owned  by  irrigation  company  as  discrimination, 

see  DiscBiiiiNATioN,  84. 
Power  of  Commission  to  impose  charge  on  non-patr^i  lasdowners 

within  irrigation  district,  see  Rates,  33. 
Determination  of  ownership  of  irrigation  ditches  in  a  rate  pro- 
ceeding, see  Rates,  52. 
Irrigation  rates  not  to  exceed  value  of  service,  see  Rates,  115. 
Rates  for,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  181-186. 
Amount  of  return  for  irrigation  company,  see  Return,  80. 
Serviee  not  to  be  limited  to  stockholders,  see  Ssbvicb,  174. 
Service  by  irrigation  company,  see  Sebvigs  generally,  and  particu- 

Urly,  174-177. 
Persons  exchanging  irrigation  rights  for  stodc  tn  company  to  have 

contract  other  than  stocx  certificate,  see  SkKVicE,  170. 
Water  utility  to  give  existing  consumers  preference  in  purchase 

of  surplus  water  for  irrigation  purposes,  see  Service,  305. 
Supplying  surplus  water  for  irrigation  purposes,  see  Service,  305, 

306. 
Method  of  valuing  inefficient  irrigation  system,  see  Valuation,  6. 

Discussion  of  percentage  of  loss  of  water  in  efficient  irr^tion 
system,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  377- 

ISSUES. 

Validity  of  order  whidi  is  broader  than  the  UMues  raised  by  the 

pleading  and  evidenoe,  see  Qr»ebs,  2. 
Matters  at  issue,  see  Trial. 

JITHETS. 

See  Autqmobiudb. 

JOINT  OPERATIOH. 

Consideration  of  savings  effected  through  joint  operation  of  sev- 
eral departments  in  fixing  operating  expenses,  see  Return,  117. 
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^onrr  bates. 

Bailroad  owned  hj  industry  as  carrier  entitled  to  joint  rate,  see 

Public  Utilities,  10. 
Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  establish,  see  Rates,  31. 
Joint  railroad  rates  generally,  sec  Rates,  231-234. 
Validity  of  order  establishing  maximum  joint  freight  rates  without 

detarmining  method  of  dividing  rates  between  carriers,   see 

Rates,  232. 
Establishing  joint  rates  on  shipments  entering  switching  district  as 

authorizing  railroad  to  operate  trains  into  terminals  of  other 

railroads,  see  Rates,  233. 
For  telephone  service,  see  Rates,  271. 

JOmT  SERVIOE. 

Joint  telephone  rates  for  two  subscribers  having  samr  telephone, 
see  Rates,  271. 

jTOxmr  taxht. 

Validity  of,  see  Rates,  231. 

joiHT  irss. 

Rules  governing  construction  and  maintenance  of  electric  wires  on 
poles  used  jointly  by  two  or  more  parties,  see  Wibes  and 
Cables,  8. 

Illinois  rules  for  electrical  construction  for  jointly  used  pole  fines, 
P.U.R.W17A,  p.  872. 

BxJm  €ti  Cooneetieui  Commissiea  governing  joint  use  of  wood  poles 
for  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.19170,  p.  938. 

XDDOMElfT. 

Appeal  from,  and  review  of,  see  Appeal  ai«d  Review. 

Commission  order  made  after  notke  and  hearing  and  mforceable 
only  by  eourt  proceeding,  as  ntft  denying  due  process,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  6. 

Consideration  of  sVill  and  judgment  exerted  during  oongtruoCon  in 
fixing  overliead  expenses^  see  Valuation,  100. 

JUDICIAL  FUKCTIOlfS. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  build  iiew  station  not  exercise  of  judicial 
function,  see  Appeal  and  Review*  8. 

Rule  of  Commission  providing  for  hearing  and  decision  as  invalid 
assumption  of  legislative  and  judicial  functions,  see  Com- 
missions, 4. 

Commission  fixing  of  level  for  water  as  invasion  of,  see  Constitu- 

TIONIAL  liAW,  78. 

JlTDICIAIi  QUESTIOH. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  at  affectfd  •  ligr  ral^^  of 
judieia)  qnestion,  see  SnviOB,  5.  / 
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JUDIGXAX.  SAI.E. 

Vatuation  of  property  taken  over  from  pttrchasi^  at  reoeitrer^g  tale, 
see  Valuation,  18. 

JUBISDICTIOir. 

Of  courts  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  And  Review,  1-5. 

Of  courts  generally,  see  Coubts. 

Of  Commission  generally,  see  Commissions. 

Rule  that  administrative  bodies  need  not  determine  jurisdiction 

before  passing  upon  merits,  see  Commissions,  3. 
Of  Commission  over  utilities  generally,  see  Public  Utilities. 

JUBT  TBIAI.. 

Right  of  trial  by  jury,  see  Constitutional  Law,  Z9. 

KANSAS. 

Methods  of  apportionment  approved  by  Kansas  Co^mits^,  Me 

Apportionment,  18. 
Statute   p.uthorizing   Commission   to   regulate   public   utilities   as 

repealing  statute  authorizing  cities  to  control  bjgh^v&ys  and 

streets,  see  Municipalities,  1. 
Approval  of  plan  of  reorganbation  of  insolvent  railroad,  see  Rs- 

obganization,  1. 

LABOB. 

Availability  of  labor  as  justifying  proceeding  wi^  eomtrlictioi 
work  without  certificate,  see  CsBViricAffK  ov  OoNvmfBriiCB  and 

NCCESSITT,  6. 

Depreciation  of  labor  entering  into  construction  of  property,  see 

Depreciation,  10. 
Classification  of  rates  as  affectfd  by  di^ercnce  of  labor  is  f^rvioe, 

see  Discrimination,  30. 
Consideration  of  advaaoe  to  coat  of,  in  fixing  return,  seo  Return, 

120,  121. 
High  priees  of  labor  and  material,  as  affecting  isflmance  of  s^uri- 

ties  for  construction  of  railroads,  see  SEcuRtrr  Issues,  2,  3. 
Scarcity  of  labor  as  no  excuse  for  not  making  necessary  extensions, 

see  Service,  56. 
Consideration  to  be  ^iVen  to  4rend  of  higher  labor  cost  in  fixing 

reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation,  97. 
Use  of  average  price  of  labor  in  ascertaining  reproduction  codt,  see 

Valuation,  102. 
Cost  of,  in  installing  meters,  see  Valuation,  224,  225. 

Definition  of  cost  of  labor  employed  in  cOnst^ttetldn  As  used  in 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  455. 

tJkMiomATbnT. 

Allowance  for  investment  in  testing  laboratory,  see  Valuation,  261. 
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Rates  to  interior  points  not  to  be  made  unreaaonably  hi^  to 
equalize  lake  port  rat  s,  se^  Bmjw,  207. 

I.AMPS. 

Lamps  used  with  pumping  apparatus  as  utiHartioii  sfvipment  to 

be  charged  power  rate,  see  Rates,  130. 
Charge  for,  see  Sebvice,  141,  142. 
Minimum  electric  charge  per  lamp,  see  Raiss,  154. 
Removal  of  free  lamps  upon  consumers  changing  rate  schedule,  see 

Sebvics,  153. 
Utility  to  furnish  Tungsten  lamps  rather  than  Crem  lamps,  see 

Sebvice,  154. 
Cost  of  installing,  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Vai^uation,  225. 

i.Ain>. 

Basis  for  apportioning  Tahie  of  land  used  by  gas  and  eleciric  de- 

partmerts,  see  Afpobtionhent,  56. 
Basis  foi^  apportioning'  value  ol  land  between  water  and  electric 

departments,  see  AppoBTiONiiENT,  03. 
Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Dbpbboiation,  18. 
Effect  on  allowance  for  depreeittttoB,  of  appreeiatSon  of  land,  see 

Depbeciation,  43. 
Acquisition  and  ownership  of,  see  Real  Estate,  1,  2. 
ConMidcaratiw  ^  profits  realised  from  s^le  of  land  watered  by 

irrigation  system  in  fixing  irrigation  rates,  see  Rates,  186. 
Valuation  of  generally,  see  Valuation,  25,  299-309. 
Value  of  land  not  to  be  included  in  basis  for  allowance  of  interest 

during  construction,  see  Valuation,  143. 
Valuation  of  land  used  in  part  as  pole  yard,  see  Valuation,  241» 
Valuation  of  unused  land,  see  Valuation,  257-259.  \ 

Valuation  of  water  shed  lands,  see*  Valuation,.  271. 
Consideration  of  appreciation  of  land  in  valuatien  proceedings,' see 

Valuation,  308. 
€k>ing  value  of  water  system  built  to  further  real  estate  promotion^ 

see  Valuation,  404. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  sale  and  leases  of  real  estate,  Appbn> 
JMX,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  1132. 

XJUfDOWKEBS. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  compel  landowners  to  perform 
water  right  contracts  with  irrigation  company,  see  Commis- 
sions, 23. 
Cemstruotion  of  private  crossings,  see  CBe«ST!iOB,  2»,  90* 
Power  of  Commission  to  impose  charge  on  nbnpatYon  laadewoeMa 
within  irrigation  district,  see  Hates,  99, 

UfiMGlR  C01I9IT1CEBS. 

Reduced  rates  to,  as  discrimination,  see  DiscbiminA'vion,  5H^ 
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201  JUDICIAL  SALE— LABORATORY. 

JUDIGXAX.  SALE. 

Vatuatioii  of  property  taken  over  from  ptn*ckii8i6r  at  reoeitrer^i  tale, 
see  Valuation,  18. 

JUBISDICTIOir. 

Of  courts  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  And  Review,  1-5. 

Of  courts  generally,  see  Coubts. 

Of  Commission  generally,  see  Cobcmissions. 

Rule  that  administrative  bodies  need  not  determine  jurisdiction 

before  passing  upon  merits,  see  Commissions,  3. 
Of  Commission  over  utilities  generally,  see  Pubuo  Utilities. 

JUBT  TBIAI.. 

Right  of  trial  by  jury,  see  Constitutional  Law,  29. 

KANSAS. 

Methods  of  apportionment  approved  by  Kansas  Coinmiss^,  Me 

Apportionment,  18. 
Statute   p.uthorizing   Commission   to   regulate   public   utilities   as 

repealing  statute  authorizing  cities  to  control  high^vays  and 

streets,  see  Municipalities,  1. 
Approval  of  plan  of  reorganization  of  insolvent  railroad,  see  Rs- 

obganization,  1. 

LABOB. 

Availability  of  labor  as  justifying  proceeding  witii  eonstrtictioi 
work  without  certificate,  see  Cbbvuicats  ov  OonrvnrmiMM  and 

NtCBSSITT,  6. 
Depreciation  of  labor  entering  into  construction  of  property,  see 

Depreciation,  10. 
Classification  of  tate^  as  affected  by  di^erence  of  labor  is  t^rvioe, 

see  Discumination,  30. 
Consideration  of  advaace  to  cost  of,  in  fixing  return,  seo  Return, 

120,  121. 
High  prices  of  labor  and  material,  as  affecting  issuance  of  s^uri- 

ties  for  construction  of  railroads,  see  SEctfRrrr  Issues,  2,  3. 
Scarcity  of  labor  as  no  excuse  for  not  making  necessary  extensions, 

see  Service,  56. 
Consideration  to  be  ^iven  to  4r«ttd  of  higher  labor  cost  in  fixing 

reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation,  97. 
Use  of  average  price  of  labor  in  ascertaining  reproduction  co^,  see 

Valuation,  102. 
Cost  of,  in  installing  meters,  see  Valuation,  224,  225. 

Definition  of  cost  of  labor  employed  in  const^ttetiOn  As  used  in 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  455. 

UkmamATbrnr. 

Allowance  for  investment  in  testing  laboratory,  see  Valuation,  251. 
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Rates  to  interior  points  not  to  be  made  unreasonably  hi^  to 
equalize  Uke  port  rat  s/se^  E4T^8,  207. 


Lamps  used  with  pumping  apparatus  as  utiHwtion  squipnuiit  to 

be  charged  power  rate,  see  Rates,  130. 
Charge  for,  see  Sebvice,  141,  142. 
Minimum  eketnc  charge  per  lamp,  see  Raiss,  154. 
RftBoval  of  free  lamps  upon  consumers  changing  rate  schedule,  see 

Sebvics,  153. 
Utility  to  furnish  Tungsten  lamps  rather  than  Gem  lamps,  see 

Sebvice,  154. 
Cost  of  installing,  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Vai.I7ATION,  225. 

LAHD. 

Basis  for  apportioning  Tahie  of  land  used  by  gas  and  elec^e  de- 

partmerts,  see  Appobtionhent,  56. 
Basis  foi^  apportioning'  value  ol  land  between  water  and  electric 

departments,  see  Appobtionment,  03. 
Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  DEPifflGiATiON,  i8. 
Effect  on  allowance  for  depreeiatioa,  ol  appreeiatSon  of  land,  see 

Depbbciation,  43. 
Acquisition  and  ownership  of,  see  Real  Estate,  1,  2. 
Coneidfirf^tioii  ol  proJSts  realised  from  sale  of  land  watered  by 

irrigation  system  in  fixing  irrigation  rates,  see  Rates,  186. 
Valuation  of  generally,  see  Valuation,  26,  299-309, 
Value  of  land  not  to  be  included  in  basis  for  allowance  of  interest 

during  construction,  see  Valuation,  143. 
Valuation  of  land  used  in  part  as  pole  yard,  see  Valuation,  241. 
Valuation  of  unused  land,  see  Valuation,  257-259.  ^ 

Valuation  of  water  shed  lands,  see' Valuation,.  271. 
Consideration  of  appreciation  of  land  in  valuation  proceedings,' see 

Valuation,  308. 
Going  value  of  water  system  built  to  further  real  estate  promotion, 

see  Valuation,  404. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  sale  and  leases  of  real  estate,  Apfbn> 
JMX,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  1132. 

XiAHBOWHEltS. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  compel  landowners  to  perform 
water  right  contracts  with  irrigation  company,  see  CoMin»- 
siONS,  23. 

Censtruetion  of  private  cvoesings,  see  CBe«sT!i08,  2»,  80. 

Power  of  Commission  to  impose  charge  on  nonpatvon  lattdefWneM. 
witliin  irrigation  district,  see  Hates,  SS. 

X.41tOE  COHffUMERS. 

Reduced  ratee  to,  as  discrimination,  see  DiscbihinA'vion,  5?-6S^ 
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^06  LAW— LEASEb. 

Variation  in  cost  of  service  to  large  consumer  and  smalKeoitsudief, 

see  Rates,  75. 
Electric  rates  based  upon  quantity  of  current  used,  see  Rates,  158. 

IsAW. 

RcoeiTer's  aotion  in  niandanms  in  state  eourt  not  auoh  adequate 

remedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunction 

suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Injunction,  a. 
Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  eoadition 

precedent  to  action  in  courts  where  right  is  depandant  upon 

law  and  not  on  fact/  see  Reparation,  16. 

UkWTEBS. 

See  Attobnets. 

I.EAKAOB. 

Of  natural  gas,  see  Katueal  Qas,  2-4. 

'   Rules  relative  to  notice  of  breaks  or  leaks  in  oil  and  gas  taaks  or 
pipe  lines,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  367. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commiasion  governing  ooostmotioa  of  eiectric 
wires  to  prevent  induction  and  leakage,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  963. 

XBASES. 

Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  enjoin  amoutit  of  nsftural 
gas  taken  from  leased  wells,  see  Cohmibsions,  19. 

Power  of  Commission  to  construe,  see  CoicinssiONS,  24. 

Power  of  Commission  to  modify  written  lease  to  eonrply  with  in- 
tention of  parties,  see  COMiassiONS,  26. 

Lease  of  property  and  franchises  where  two  systems  operated  as 
one,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  and  Sale,  6. 

Lease  of  one  railroad  to  another,  see  Intebcobi^oba^  Relatio/Ks,  6. 

Payment  for  leases  of  telephone  instruments,  see  Rktubn,  163.* 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  approve  lease  of  railroad  to 
corporation  not  authorized  to  operate  it,  see  Sebvicb,  25. 

Power  to  require  lessor  of  railroad  to  provide  additional  facilities, 
see  Service,  184. 

Valuation  of  natural  gas  leaseholds,  see  Valuation,  8,  72,  283. 

Expenditure  in  developing  natural  gas  lease  as  charge  to  capital 
or  operation,  see  Valuation,  231,  233. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  418,  419. 

Allowance  for  leased  property  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valu- 
ation, 283,  284. 

Abstraot  of  cases  dealing  with  leases  of  real  estate^  AnvcDix, 
P.UJU917A,  p.  1132. 

Rule  of  accounting  for  improvements  on  leased  p^perty,  P.U.R. 
1917F,  p.  456. 

1.  The  mere  possibility  that  the  lessee  of  an  electric  system  may 
mike  improvident  extensions  is  not  a  ground  for  denying  authority  to 
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^be  lessor  to  make  «li«  Imm.     Re  Kitfeiy  fleetric  Light  Ca   (Me.) 
P.U.R.1W7A,  1«. 

2.  A  domestic  lighting  company  will  not  be  ^nied  authority  to 
lease  its  property  and  IrmoMses  merely  becauie  tlM  lessee  is  a  foreign 
corporation.    Ke  Kittery  Electric  Light  Co.  (3fe*)  P.U.K-191TA,  12. 

3.  A  lease  of  railway  property,  capable  of  enforcement,  cannot  be 
deduced  from  the  minutes  of  a  meeting  of  the  direct<Ars  '^f  tbk  less<nr^ 
showing  uhat  the  lease,  with  specified  teriis,  was  authorized,  and  from 
the  minutes  of  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders  of  the  lessee,  authorizing 
its  directors  to  accept  the  same,  where  statutory  formalities  were  not 
complied  with,  and  the  approval  of  the  Public  Senrice  Commission  wem 
not  obtained.    Dobson  v.  Kensington  R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1917F»  102. 

LEOAX.  SXPElfiBES. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Afpobtionment,  68. 

As  operating  expenses,  see  Retubn,  151,  152. 

Payment  for  legal  services  by  operating  company  to  parent  company, 

see  Retubn,  153. 
Allowance  for,  as  overhead,  see  Valuation,  108,  114,  117-126,  174, 

1-.8. 
Annual  legal  expenses  as  an  overhead,  see  Valuation,  118. 

LCOAX  SOUOJLTS. , 

Charge  for  storage  of  baggage  on,  see  Rates,  202^ 

LEOAX.  BEMEDIES. 

See  Remedies. 


LEOISLATIOH. 

Proposed  legislation  not  to  be  considered  in  fixing  return,  tee 
Retubn,  12. 

usoisLATrvx  coiomrxsE^ 

Agreement  between  railroad  and  l^islative  committee  fLiting  rates 
,  AS  affecting  power  of  Commission  to-ioorease  H^tes,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  68. 

LEGISLATIVE  FRAN dHISE. 

See  also  Fbanchises.  .  *  *  ' 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  serv- 
ice notwithstanding  provision  of  Constitution  against  granting 
legislative  franchises  without  consent  of  local  authorities,  see 
Sbbvice,  4, 

LEOIftLATIVE  FUK CTIONS* 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  build  new  station  constitutes  a  legisla- 
tive dr  admlB^atiye  md  not  a  Judicial  func^oa,  see  A^eal 
AND  Review,  8. 
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Bale  of  CkmuniflsiQii  pr<mdiiig  for  heariag  «ii  4eciaiQn  m  InTalM 
assumption  of  legislative  and  judicial  funcUont.  tee  Com- 
MI80ION8,  4. 

Commission  fixing  of  level  for  water  ae  invaaioa  of,  tee  Coh^titu- 
TIONAL  L^w,  781. 

LsonuiTirBB. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  legitlatnre  to  delegate  rattmaking  powere,  eee 

CONSTITUTIQKAL  LAW,  74. 

Power  of  California  legislature  under  constitutional  provision 
against  lower  rate  for  longer  haul,  see  Disgrimikation,  13. 

X.ESSEE. 

Return  guaranteed  by  lessee  to  stockholderv  of  leaaor,  see  Con- 
solidation, Mebgkb,  and  Sale,  6. 

LEMOB. 

Return  guaranteed  by  lessee  to  stockholders  of  lessor,  see  Con- 
solidation, Mehgeb,  and  Sals,  6. 
Single  bill  to  lessor  of  buildings  supplied  from  one  service,  tee 

DiaCBlHI  NATION,  60. 

LEVELS* 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  r^ulate  level  of  wiattr  in  dan, 

see  CoMmssKHfS,  20. 
Commission  fixing  of  level  for  water  as  invasion  of  legislative  or 

judicial  power,  see  Constitutional  Law^  78. 
Prescriptive  right  to  maintain  water  at  high  levels  see  Watqw  and 

Wateb  Rights,  2. 

LIABIUTT  nrpUBANOE. 

See  INSUKANGB. 

UCEMSfiS. 

Grant  of  exclusive  privilege  to  maintain  carriage  stand  and  bag* 

gage  transfer,  seo  Disciimination,  122. 
Furnishing  eurreat  to  mill  through  mill  conduit  in  street  under 

permit  to  excavate  in  street,  see  F&anohisbs,  §. 
Valuation  of  patent  license,  see  Valuation,  65,  421. 

LIFE. 

Use  of  life   tables  in  determining   depreciation,   see  DinvoxA- 

noN,  11. 
Age  and  life  method  of  determining  depreciation,  ao»  Dbpbbgia- 

TION,  12. 
Rate  of  depreciation,  see  Dbfbbciation,  18-61. 
Assumed  life  of  water  plant,  see  Dspbeciation,  64. 
Use  of  life  tables  in  ascertaining  value,  see  Valuation,  107. 

Definition  ol  liie  as  applied  to  wtilitj  pnptrty,  P.U.R.1917D,  p. 
625. 
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UFS  OU  ABDS. 

Protectioa  on  electric  cars,  see  iNTSBuaiAN  IUu«WATS,  2. 

UGHTIIIO. 

MMnicipal  street  UglitiBg  rates  fixed  in  aeoor^Unoe  «f  cosi  ef  serv- 
ice, see  DiBdnfmATiON,  47. 
Besidence  and  conmercial  lighting  to  be  separately  classified,  see 

DlSCBIMINATION,  80. 

Lower  rates  lor  eleetricit3r  for  power  than  for  li|^ting  as  unlaw- 
ful discrimination,  see  DiscmufiNATiOM,  81. 

Difference  in  gas  rates  for  lighting  and  for  fu«l»  see  Ducrihina- 
TtON,  83. 

Protection  of  switches  on  Wisconsin  interurfaan  railways,  see 
iNTEsuvBAir  Railways,  1. 

Electric  rates  for  street  lighting,  see  Rates,  135-137. 

Lamps  used  with  pumping  apparatus  as  fi^Umfifii  efuy>]Efent  to 
be  charged  power  rates,  see  Rates,  139. 

Electric  power  or  lighting  rate  for  moving  picture,  machines,  see 
Rates,  141-143. 

Cost  of  lights  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubi?,  137. 

Hours  for  street  lighting,  see  Sebvicb,  152. 

Discussion  of  electric  block  rates  for  vesidamoe  and  commercial 
lighting,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  987. 

Rules  in  New  Hampshire  requiring  telephones  to  make  provision 
against  failure  of,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  677. 

UGRTHIHG  AKRS8TC&S. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  lightning  arresters*  in  buildings 
of  gas  and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  268. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of,  on  wood  poles  used  jointly,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  950. 

XmXTATION  OF  ACTIONS. 

Time  for  filing  complaint  for  reparation  under  Illinois  statute,  see 
Repakation,  14. 

UmTBD  S6BVXCE. 

For  electricity,  see  Sebvice,  149-152. 

umgtAxwm. 

See  also  Legal  Expenses. 

Allowance  for  legal  expenses  io  litigation  involving  appeals  from 
orders  of  Commission,  see  Valuation,  123. 

LIVE  STOCK  CABS. 

Charge  for  cleaning  and  disinfecting  cars,  see  Rates,  246-249. 

tOABtBQ. 

Of  street  railway,  see  Seevice,  234. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 14. 
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210^  LOCAL  AUTHOKITMCS— LOCAUTIES. 

LOCAI.  AUTHOBITIES. 

See  aleo  Mukioipalitibs. 

Effect  of  failure  of  local  authorities  to  take  legal  steps  toward 
granting  franchise  for  bus  lines,  see  Automobiles.  . . 

Jurisdiction  •f  Illinois  Commiflsion  to  regulate  street  railway  serv- 
ice notwithstanding  provision  of  Coiisiiihiiio&  against  grant- 
ing legislative  franchises  without  consent  of  local  awlthoctties, 
sec  Service,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  Constitution  and  statute,  to 
require  street  railway  company  to  apply  to  local  authorities 
for  franchise  to  operate  in  Btre^«  see  ScaviCE,  10,  IL 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  as  to  extension  of  street  rail- 
way service  r^ardless  of  charter  provision  as  to  procuring 
consent  of  local  authorities,  see  Sckvige,  12;  13. 

LOCAI.  coHiymoirs. 

Consideration  of  local  conditions  in  fixing  reprodu<fti<m  cosi»  ice 
Valuation,  #3. 

LOCAUmS. 

Contract  with  consumers  in  one  town  as  affecting  right  of  utility 
to  increase  r^tcs  to  pi«ven)b. discrimination  i^gtinst  otheir.  towns, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  60. 

Discrimination  agninst^  see  Biscbiuination,  12,  16-29. 

Toll  charge  for  interexchange  service  for  .locaiiti<;s  enjoying  low 
telephone  rate  when  towns  paying  higher  rates  are  given 
limited  free  service  as  imlawful  discrimination,  seft.  Discrimina- 
tion, 101. 

Bight  of  telephone  company  in  resisting  competition  to  charge 
rates  not  remunerative  and  lower  than  in  other  localities,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  1. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  passing  upon  rate  in  par- 
ticular locality,  see  Procedure,  10. 

California  Commission  without  power  to  set  ksld^  ^ates  merAf 
because  they  are  more  favorable  to  one  locality  than  to  an- 
other, see  Rates,  23. 

Effect  on,  of  increase  in  commutation  rates,  see  Rates,  92. 

Comparison  of  rates  in  different  localities,  see  PwATEs,  irf^lli.^ 

Rates  for  natural  gas  for  several  muiiici)[>alities  served  frond  same 
source  of  supply,  see  Rates,  188. 

Comparison  of  freight  rates  in  different  localities,  s«e''AA'nBS>  9^^ 
230. 

Comparison  of  water  rates  in  one  locality  with  those  ih  another,  see 
Rates,  289. 

Uniformity  of  water  rates  for  same  general  locality,  see  Rates, 
.290.  ■  -'l- 

Discussion  whether  consolidating  companies  are  engaged  in  same 
general  business  and  carrying  on  their  business  in  same  vicijiitgr»  J? A& 
1917 A,  p.  824. 
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iiOGAi.  urns* 

PhjfBical  conneetioo  h^tmtm  loll  Ums  snd  lamt  fiaes,  Me  Sbevicb, 
273. 

IiOCAXf  te&VKDS. 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  interurbr.n  railroad  as  between  local 
and  through  service,  isee  AwtrntioNifBTfT,  5:  •       .       * 

Stoppage  trf  interstate  trains  to  afford  adequate  local  train  service 
as  undue  interference  with  interstate  commerce,   see   Inteb- 

8TATB  COMMBBCB,  20,  21.        ' 

I.OCATIOH. 

Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  fipportion  cost  of  changing;  lo< 

cation  of  wires,  see  Electricitt,  5. 
Of  meters,  see  Service,  125,  126. 

Value  of  property  as  dependent  upon  location,  see  Valvation,  38. 
Capitalization  of  saving  over  steam  not  true  value  of  water  rights 

as  consumers  should  have  advantage   of   favorable   locatlon,- 
'^see  Talttattow,  431-439. 

Rules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  locatioi:  of  water  flMteDs,  P.UJL1917C, 
p.  247. 

LOOOM OnVB  MISB.     . 

Aa  basis  of  apportdoMiiiedt  gemtraHj,  see  Atvobhoivmbnt,  10,  21. 
As  bams  of  opporlionititiit  of  CKpease  as  between  passenger  and 
freight  service,  see  AtvoBnoniUKT,  10. 

Definition  of,  as  used  ia  apportioning  operating  expenses  between 
different  services,  P.U.R.1917P,  p,  174, 

KOOOMOnVML 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  repairs,  see  AppoBnoNMKKTf  10,  21. 
Apportionment  «f  expeiise  of  T^whv  of,  tea  AppcB'Tionmesi',  10, 

21. 
Hegulatjng*  kead  lights  on  hitentate  trains,  as  interfering  with 

interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  15. 
Duty  of  electric  railways  as  to  speed  at  switches,  see  SESV^qps,  16^4 
Depreciation  for  railroad  locffoiotives  gi^wig  satisfactory  service, 

see  Valuation,  22. 

%QWk  AVI>  mSMLT  MAXnU 

Constitutional  prohibition  against  charging  more  .fi^  short  than 
lor  lengec  lunil  except  by- permission  of  (j^ommission  aa  denial 
of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  15. 

Power  of  California  Commission  under  constitutional  provision 
against  lower  rates  for  longer  haul,  see  DiWKVXNAamStf 
'  -18,  14.  .'     ' 

l^ber  Tatea  for  ehort  haul  than  for- longer  Iriuil  as  unlawful  dis- 
crimination, see  DisoRiMiNAVroN,  01;  M; 
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212     LONG  DI8TA1Q0E  TELE^'HOXE  SERVICE--ifAGAZINE. 

Effect  of  publishing  and  filing  with  the  Commialtal  BdieAvle  ftft 
rates  violatiBg  Ocmttitiitioii  and  stattttca,  Me  IUtab,  47. 

Rates  for,  generally,  see  Rates,  206. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation  of 
California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  RBVApukriON^  8, 

LONG  DISTANCB  TEliBPHOIlE  SERVICE, 

Establishment  of,  on  toll  basis,  see  B^rm,  286,  287.  ^ 

LONO-ESTABUSHED  RATES. 

Burden  of  justifying  increase  in  long-established  rates,  see  Rates, 
65. 

LOHO-HOVR  CONSUMERS. 

Low  rate  to,  see  Discrimination,  56. 

Diminishing  consumption  charge  with  long-hour  use,  see  Kates,  75. 

X.OSSES. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  in  estimfttiof  oonsumer  ^oat  of  those 

served  at  a  loss,  see  Appobtionment,  4. 
Losses  due  to  leakage,  see  Leakagb. 
Lffcct  of  operation  at  a  loss,  see  Operation  at  a  Loss. 
Effect  of  return  as  a  whole  upon  requiring  sleeping  car  service 

on  branch  line  at  a  loss,  see  Retubn,  Si,  Sia. 
Utility  not  to  be  required  to  operate  at  a  loss,  see  Sflxinnr,  89. 
Power  ol  Missouri  Conunietiea  to  authorise  railread  to  abandon 

branch  line  operated  at  a  loss^  ite  Bbsvicb,  24. 
As  ground  for  abandonment  of  service,  see  Service,  10,  89-04. 
Ckmsidered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  88. 
Capitalization  of  financial  losses,  see  Valttation,  907. 
Consideration  of  plant  as  a  going  concern  although  there  were 

no  early  losses  or  such  losses  had  been  recimpbi,  set  Vacqa^ 

nON,  361^i6. 
Allowanee  ler  losses  occurring  alter  developsMiit  period  as  going 

value,  see  Valuation,  406. 
Early  losses  as  messure  of  going  value,  see  VAM7AarK»r,  384-419. 

LUMBER. 

Rates  for  transportation  of,  see  Rates,  2t5. 

MACUlllERT. 

Amortization  of  abandoned  machinery  as  an  operating  expense,  tee 

Return,  17#. 
Appreciation  in  price  not  considered  is  valuation,  see  VAi.nATiON» 

46. 


Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  require  removal  of  powAer  maga- 
e'ne  by  railroad  operating  coal  mines  ia  vlolatiini  el  Wning 
Law,  see  CoMKlBStONS,-  38< 
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MAIL   SERVICE— MAINS   AND  PIFES.  »13 

Apportionment  of  raihroad  rivtoacB  and  eacpencea  iMtweea  passen- 
ger and  mail  servic*,  bj€  AppOBTioifMEnr,  9. 

jiAiirE. 

Rule  that  administrative  bodies  need  not  determine  jufisdiction 
before  passing  tipon  merits,  see  Coiriassiotfs,  X 

Per  diem  charge  to  shippers  without  free  time  for  steam  rail- 
road cars  hauled  by  electric  railroad,  As  Within  jurisdiction  of 
Maine  Commission,  see  Commissions,  41. 

Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  orer  cdiitraet  providing  for  per 
diem  charge  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  electric  railway 
to  shipper's  track,  see  CoNSTiTUtiONAt.  Law,  64. 

Effect  of  Maine  statute  on  contract  to  furhish  free  public  fire  pro- 
tection, see  CONSTiTUTioxAL  Law,  68. 

Power  of  Commission  to  increase  rates  fixed  by  contract  with 
mnnieipality,  see  CONsritmoNAL  Law,  6^, 

Power  of  Maine  Commission  to  remove  discrimination  against  lo- 
cr.lity,  see  DiscbIminatiox,  12. 

Statute  requiring  certificate  that  the  securities  are  **reasonably 
required  for  the  purpose  of  the  corporation*'  and  limiting 
Commission's  approval  to  issues  based  upon  the  physical  iralue 
of  the  property,  see  Security  Issues,  11. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maine  statute  to  require  physi- 
cal connection  between  steam  r&ilroads  and  electric  railroads, 
see  Sebvice,  38. 

Policy  of  Maine  statute  as  to  freight  service  by  interurban  rail- 
ways when  not  in  competition  with  railroad,  see  Service,  170. 

Order  requiring  delivery  of  *'dl"  ofdera  tp  d^^uteer  as  well  «9  con- 
ductor, see  Sebvick,  183. 

Policy  of  CoKBwilaioii  relative  to  issna&OQ  of  stack  for  pramotion 
services,  see  Valuation,  28. 

MAnr  iJHES. 

Difference  between  main  line  n»d  branch  line  commodity  rates  as 
unlawful  dlBcrimination,  see  Discbimikatior,  88. 


Apportionment  of  investments  in  and  nUkintenance  of,  see  Appob- 

TiowMEirr,  4. 
Apportionment  of  cost  of  water  system  on  basis  of  inch  feet  of 

mains,  see  Appobtionment,  44. 
Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  utility  to  remo^  tttf  natna  irott 

the  streets  Upon  autiiorizing  abandaimeiit  of  aecvice,  sec  Com- 

MISfllONS,  37. 

Cost  of  relocation  of  water  pipes  as  part  of  cast  of  eliminating 

grade  crossing,  see  Cbossings,  24 
Depreciation  of  datitral  gas  pipes,  see  DsPBloiATioif ,  9« 
Depreciation  of  water  mains,  see  Depbeciation^  5&-6L 
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214  MAINTENAKCE;  MANAOENtEKT. 

Right  of  city  to  provide  water  for  itself  and  .(AtildiM  ta^  IteitM 
by  action  of  township  prior  to  initorporation  of  city  in  grant- 
ing franchise  to  water  company  to  i^y  inaiaia  in  streets,  see 
Municipalities,  3. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  upon  removal  of  pipes  from -4#«^tm 
see  Sebvick,  83.    .. 

Ownership,  control,  and  maintenance  of  m^tera  and  service  connec- 
tions generally,  see  Sesvice,  107-142. 

Fee  for  turning  on  or  off  water  at  tlie  main,  see  Service,  337-140. 

Installation  of  shut-off  valve  to  facilitate  repairs,  see  Sebticb,  288. 

Rules  of  New  Jersey  Commission  as  to  service,  connectiofi^  from 
main  to  curb,  see  Service,  289.    ,  ,. 

Purity  of  water  in  water  mains,,  see  Service,  291,  292. 

Sice  and  protection  of  water  mains,  see  Service,  295-300. 

Estimctes  of  cost  of  installed  water  pipes,  see  Valuation,  0. 

Prices  used  for  pipes  in  fixing  cost  of  extension^  see  Valuation,  45. 

Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  of  water  m^ins,  see  Valuation, 
94,  96,  97,  104,  105. 

Ascertainment  of  unit  cost  of  cast  iron  mains,,  see  Valuation, 
104,  105. 

Allowance  for  pavement  over  mains,  soe  VA^UATiotN,  136,  193-203. 

Allowance  for  co»t  of  laying  water  mains  over  other  mains  and 
conduits,  see  Valuation,  208. 

Valuation  of  reinforced  water  mains,  see  Valuation,  250. 

Valuation  of  parallel  water  mains  of  consolidated  coifpany,  see 
Valuation,  256. 

Valuation  of  consumers'  mains  and  pipes  donated  to  water  com- 
pany, see  Valuation,  289. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  mains  and  pipes,  Apfendix,  F.U.R. 
1917A,  p.  1077. 

Abstract  of  cases  relating  to  construction  and  maintenance  of  pipe 
lines,  Appendix,  P.U.R.IOHB,  p.  1093. 

irAIHTEHANCIL 

See  also  Repairs  and  Rkplacementb. 

Apportionment  of  expeiise  of  maintenance  of  ntilroad  way  and  struc- 
tures, see  Apportionment,  13,  15-18. 

Consideration  of  contracts  in  allowing  amoittf 'nxilev 'RlkinlfelUMteif 
see  Gontbacts,  2. 

Inadequacy  of  maintenance  as  an  element  of  depreciaiiaB,  see  DsprE' 
ciation,  7* 

MAHAOSMBIIT. 

Apportionment  of  salary  of  manager  of  utility'  operating  both 
telephone  and  electric  light  plant,  see  Apportionment,  62. 

Jnrkdictlon  of  Commiseion  to  regulate  management  of  irtility,  see 
Commissions,  40,  41. 

Consideration  of  efficiency  of  management  in  fixing  return,  see  Re- 
turn, 43-49. 
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Salary  of  ifiaiMigeif  9»  an  optrating  expm9e,  see  generally  Return, 
131-141. 

Allawance  for  supcsrvifdoB  expeoaea  in  fixing  operaMng  ei^nae, 
see  Return,  139-141. 

Small  concern  not  to  employ  both  manager  and  engineer,  see  Re- 
turn, 133.  c'  ]      ,    .  .  ' 

MAHDAKUS. 

CottmiMi<m  order  presunied  to  be  BUBta;hied  by  eVidMUse  on  applica- 
tion for  mandamna  to  enforce  ordtsr,  aee  AmcAi*  avb  Review, 
21. 

Power  of  New  York  OommlBsion  to  compel  enlargement  of  railroad 
cttWerta  to  prevent  "flooding  of  farm  lands,  eee  Oomhissions, 
30. 

Receiver's  action  in  mandamtis  in  state  court  not  sneh  adequate 
remedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  t»  bar  injunction 
suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Ini^xtnotion,  3. 

Mandamus  as  proper  r^nedy  of  city  to  compel  restoration  of  street 
lighting  service,  see  Bervkoi:,  32. 

1.  Failure  of  a  carrier  on  several  occasbna  to  obey  an  or^ei  p{  the 
Commission  requiring  it  to  provide  a  sufficient  number  of  seats  for  its 
passengers  does  not  require  tha  court  as  a  matter  of  law  to  grant  a 
writ  of  mandamus  against  the  carrier  on  tha ,  petition  of  the  Public 
Bervice  Commission.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Interborougk  Rapid 
Transit  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B;  323  (S.  €>  2X9  N.  Y.  86o,  114  N.  E. 
387). 

MAKirFAOTUBBBS. 

Rates  below  cost  of  service  for  manufacturing  pni^Kwes  when  high- 
er rate  is  diarged  for  general  use  as  denial  of  constitutional 
right,  see  Constitutional  Law,  17. 

Low  rat^s  for  manufaoturing  purposes  as  di^rimimttion,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 63-68. 

Railroads  required  to  give  electric  utility  iumishiiig  pov^er  to 
manufacturing  plants  manufacturer's  rate  on  coal,  see  Rates, 
-      211. 

Right  of  mining,  manufacturing,  or  quarrying  company  to  operate 
railroads  un<knr  Ohio  statute,  see  RaiiJk>ads»  1,  2. 

MARKET  RiSPORn. 

Construction  of  telephone  line  to  furnish  market  reports  to  con- 
sumer of  existing  company  as  construction  of  new  plant,  see 
Certificate  of  Convenience  atto  Necessity,  15.  * 

MARKET  VALUE. 

Advanced  market  price  not  used  in  fixing  cost  of  extension,  see 

Valuation,  45. 
Consideration  of  market  prices  in  ascertaining  value  for  purpose 

of  purchase  and  sale,  see  Valuation,  99,  103. 
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21$         MASSACHUSETTS;  MATBRIAL8  AND  SUPPLIES. 

Use  of  market  value  in  fixing  Tahie  of  land,  Me  Valuatiov,  290, 

306. 
Odnsideratiott  to  be  given  to  market  ralue  of  wate/  rights  is  talaa- 

tion  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  427. 

MA88AOH178ETT8. 

Municipal  grants  to  street  railway  fixing  rates  as  affecting  power 
of  Commission  to  regulate,  see  Constitutional  IJi&w,  ^. 

Jurisdiction  of  Gomanissicm  over  questions  of  discrimination,  under 
Massachusetts  statute,  see  Discbiicination,  9,  10. 

Commission  without  authority  under  Massachusetts  statute  to 
require  a  railroad  to  absorb  transfer  charge  from  one  wharf 
because  absorbing  it  from  a  competing  wharf,  see  Discbuc- 

INATION,  11. 

Rate  concessions  to  charity,  see  DiccmiiiNATieN,  36. 

Presumption  under  Massachusetts  statute  of  validity  of  rate  con- 
tract, see  DiSCBIMINATION,  86. 

Public  utility  not  to  make  contract  for  supplies,  or  construction 
with  concern  in  which  officers  or  directors  have  interests  ex- 
cept after  competitive  bidding,  see  Pi:blig  Utilities,  3. 

Maesachusetts  statute  as  giving  Commission  power  to  permit  emer- 
gency rate  to  be  put  into  effect  without  notice,  see  Ratbb,  24. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  rate  inerease  under  Massa^ 
chusette  statute,  see  Rates,  56. 

Subscription  by  town  to  street  rai^way  stock  under  Massachusetts 
statute,  see  StctJBitr  IsSUBs,  6« 

When  replacements  may  be  paid  for  out  of  proceeds  of  security  is- 
Rues,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  32. 

Issuance  of  seven-year  coupon  notes  for  replflcementf  or  refonatnio^ 
tion  under  Massachusetts  statute^  see  Skcubxtt  Issues,  33. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  physical  cQnnection  between  street 
railways,  see  Service,  53. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  highway  gates  at  drawbridge 
opening,  see  Service,  54. 

Policy  of  Commission  to  encourage  street  railway  freight  aod  ex« 
press  service,  see  Service,  235. 

Rule  that  six-party  residence  telephone  service  is  obsolete  within 
metropolitan  district,  see  Sebviob,  265^ 

Conditional  sale  of  rolling  stock  to  street  railways,  authorized  by 
Massachusetts  statutes,  see  Street  Railways,  1. 

Valuation  under  Massachusetts  statute  requiring  "fair  cost  of  ia> 
placing,"  see  Valuation,  18. 

MATERIALS  AND  SUPPLIES. 

Public  utility  not  to  make  contract  for  supplies,  or  construction 
with  concern  in  which  officers  or  directors  have  interests  ex- 
cept after  competitive  bidding,  see  Public  Ctiuties,  3. 

Consideration  of  advance  in  cost  of,  see  Return,  120,  ]21. 

High  prices  for  materials  as  afTecting  issuance  of  securities  for 
constructioi.  of  an  interurban  railway,  see  Security  Issues, 
2,3. 
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MAXIMl  Al  PEMAND— MfiTALUC  CIRCUIT.  217 

Accounting  of,  in  ascertaining  book  value,  see  VaU7^4£9J^  77» 
Use  of  average  priqe  of  materiftls  ip  atcertaining  reproduction  cost, 

see  Valuation,  10]-]  03. 
Consideration   of,  in   valuation  proceedings,  see   ValuatiQ£7>  314» 

315,  31©-326,  342,  349. 

MAXnCUlf  BEMAHD. 

For  electric  rate  schedule,  see  Kates,  146-150. 

MAXIMlTlf  BATES. 

Utility  charging  lower  than  maximum  rates  to  make  like  reduction 

in  all  classes  of  rates,  see  Discrimtnation,  2. 
Power  of  Commission  to  suspend  rates  that  are  lower  than  the 

est«ib1ished  maximum  rates,  see  Kates,  20,  21. 
Power   of   Copamission   to   establish   ma::imum   freight   rates,   see 

Kates,  28. 
Power  of  Commission  to  increase   statutory  ihaximum  rate,  see 

Kates,  34. 
Statute  fixing  maximum  railroad  fare  as  affecting  power  of  Com- 
mission to  fix  a  less  rate,  see  Kates,  35. 
Prima  facie  reasonableness  of  rates  low«r  than  estublislied  maximum 

rktes,  see  Kates,  61,  62. 
Kate  schedule  imposing  minimum  serviee  charge  as  not  violating 

franchise  maximuiai  rmte,  see  KAtm^  74. 
Franchise  fixing  maximnm  rates  as  not  preveating  the  basing  of 

rates  on  sliding  scale,  see  Katbs,  SI. 
Municipal  franchise  naming  maximum  rate  for  electric  current  as 

Affeeting  r^t  pf  utility  to  fursi^  sfjcvice  upon  a  meter  rate 

basis,  see  Kates,  85. 

MAXIMnM  BATE  STATUTE. 

See  Statutes. 

KEBOEB. 

See  CoNSOLiOATiON,  Mebgeb,  and  Salb. 


Kule  that  administrative  bodies  need  not  determine  jurisdiction 
before  passing  upon  oierits,  see  Coh missions,  3. 

MESSAGES. 

Telephone  rates  for  business  subscribers  to  be  based  on  actual 
i)umber  of  messages  sent,  see  Discbimination,  96. 

Preserving  competitive  status  between  telephones  upon  ordering 
pbysipal  connection,  see  Mokopoly  and  Competition,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  number  of  telephone 
messages  sent  by  a  subscriber,  see  Service,  40. 

MBTAIXIC  CIBC17IT. 

Changing  grounded  telephone  lines  to  metalHe  to  eliminate  electri- 
cal interference,  see  Electbicitt,  16. 
Telephone  rates  for,  see  Kates,  281. 
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218  METER  DEPOSITS— METERS. 

METER  DEPOSITS. 

To  insure  payment  of  bills,  see  Pathbnt,  23. 

UBttA  BATES. 

Substituted  for  free  service,  see  Discbimination,  47. 
Flat  or  metered  rates,  see  Rates,  82-86. 


Flat  rates  to  be  abandoned  as  meters  installed^  see  Djusgsimxnation, 

27. 
Reasonableness  of  ^i  rate  for  water,  see  Discrimination,  110. 
Fumisbing  meters  to  some  patrons  only  as  unlawful  discrimination, 

see  DlSCBIMINATION,  110. 

Varying  service  charges  proportionately  to  size  of,  see  Rates,  75. 

Utility  required  to  notify  consumers  of  financial  disadvantage  of 
prepayment  meters,  see  Rates,  164. 

Separate  water  meters  for  consumers  in  separate  buildings,  see 
Rates,  292. 

Additional  water  rate  to  cover  cost  of  change  from  flat  to  meter 
service,  see  Rates,  308. 

Monthly  minimum  charge  for  water  graduated  according  to  size 
of  meter,  see  Rates,  314,  315. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Oklahoma  statute  to  require  installa- 
tion  of  natural  gas  meters,  see  Sbbviob,  33. 

Discontinuance  of  metered  service  where  water  is  furnished  adjoin- 
ing lot  for  building  purposes,  see  Service,  80. 

Ownership,  care,  and  maintenance  of  meters  and  other  service  ac- 
cessories, see  Service,  107-142. 

Location  of,  see  Service,  125,  126^  , 

Consumers  to  provide  meter  boxes,  see  Service,  126. 

Standards  for  electric  meters,  see  Service,  127,  120. 

Standards  for  testing  watt-hour  meters,  see  Service,  128, 

Cost  of  repairing  water  meters  see  Service,  130-132. 

Liability  for  injury  to  meters,  see  Service,  130-132. 

Deposit  to  insure  repairing  and  safety  meters,  see  SEiWtiB,  1SS4 
136. 

New  Jersey  rules  as  to  service  by^  water  uHlity,  see  Snrvici^  289. 

Allowance  for  engineering  and  superintendence  not  to  be  based  on 
cost  of  installation  of  meters,  see  Valuation,  129. 

Capitalization  of  costs  of,  see  Valuation,  213,  214. 

Cost  of  installing  as  charge  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  224,  2^. 

Rules  prescribing  standards  for  watt-hour  meters  in  District  of 
Columbia,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  473. 

Rules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  ownership,  location,  and  testing  of  water 
meters,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  247. 

Rules  governing  location  of  olesctric  meters  in  New  York,  First  Dis- 
trict, P.U.R.1917B,  p.  442, 
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METHODIC— MILLS.  219 

nnles  reUtWe  to  meteriAg  of  natcoml  gas  weUi,  P.U.R.1917r,  p. 
360. 

Annotatio»  on  rtdvced  ratea  to  owners  of,  P.UJEt.l917B,  p.  313. 

METHOB8. 

Of  computing  depreciation,  see  DEPRSCiATioif,  11-17. 
Parcels  of  land  not  to  be  valred  by  different  methods,  sea  Valua- 
tion, 25. 

MIOHIOAH. 

Power  of  utility  to  guarantee  the  bonds  of  another  company  as 

incident  to  its  right  to  make  traffic  arrangements  with  such 

company,  see  Intebcx)rporate  Relations,  4. 
TwoH^ent  passenger  fare   law   not   shown  to  be  confiscatory,   see 

RrruBN,  89. 
TuTisdlction  of  Commission  over  physical  connection  of  telephones, 

see  Sebvice,  34. 

mUBAOE. 

As  method  of  apportionment  of  expenses  between  state  acd  inter- 
state service,  see  Apportionment,  20,  21. 

Ifileage  system  of  fares  for  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  177- 
179. 

MILEAGE  BOOKS, 

Agreement  between  railroad  and  legislative  committee  fixing  rat^s 
for,  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  increase  rates,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  63. 

Presumption  that  purchaser  of  mileage  book  rides  oftener  than 
other  passengers,  see  Discrimination,  35. 

Power  of  Xew  York  Commission  to  fix  mileage-book  rrte  on  rail- 
road, see  Rates,  29,  30. 

Rate  for,  on  railroad,  see  Rates,  194,  195. 

On  street  railways,  see  Rates,  265. 

Return  of  railroad  from,  sec  RrrruRN,  17. 

MnxxKo  nr  trahsit. 

Establishing  through  ratep  with  miUing-ia-jtraoslt  >  privi]^« ,  as 
.abuse  to  police  power,  see  Constitutional  L.aw,  13,  14. 

Power  of  Washington  Commission  to  establish  through  rates  on 
grain  with  milling-in-transit  privilege,  see  Raxe8>  j32. 

MILL  OWNERS. 

Construction  of  spur  track  not  refused  because  of  interests  of  mill , 
owners  on  another  railroad,  see  Service,  217. 


Bjghjt  to  furnish  current  to  mill  throvigii  mill  conduit  in  street 
by  utility  having  no  right  to  use  street,  see  Franchises,  5. 
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CaiYiage  And  dSsposal  of  slag  from  mills  and  funUMM  aa  public* 
service  under  Pennsylvania  ctatute,  see  Public  Utilities,  28. 

Bate  for  carrying  refuse  mad  siag  from  imamem  and  nulls,  see 
Rates,  250. 

MIHEB8. 

Segregation  of  punjers  on  street  railway  c^rs,  see  Slavics,  233. 

MIHE  BUN  EXPENSE. 

Apportionment  of,  as  between  freight  and  pass'^ngcr  service^  tte 

ApPOaTIONMENT,  11. 

MINES  AND  MIHINO. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  water  and  sewer  system  in  m'ning  town, 
see  Depreciation,  53.* 

Right  of  mining,  manufacturing  or  qu^'^'ying  company  to  operate 
railroads  under  Ohio  statute,  see  Railboacs,  1,  2. 

Consideration  of  future  depreciation  from  loss  of  market  from  ex- 
haustion of  mines,  see  Valuation,  20. 

minhcum  bux. 

Collection  in  advance  of  service,  see  Payment,  2. 

Generally,  see  Rates,  68-79. 

Distinction  between  minimum  charge  and  readiness  to  serve  charge, 

see  Rates,  C8. 
Substitution  of  consumer  charge  for  minimum  charge,  see  Rates, 

71. 
Minimum  charge  for  each  building  or  portion  thereof  occupied  by 

separate  family,  see  Rates,  78. 
Sliding   scale   with    proper   minimum   charge   for   electricity,   see 

Rates,  80. 
For  electricity,  see  Rates,  152-156. 
Minimum  monthly  charge  for  gas,  see  Rates,  166. 
For  natural  gas,  see  Rates,  189. 
For  excess  baggage,  see  IIates,  197. 
Minimum  charge  for  carload  movement,  see  Rates,  2liS. 
For  water,  see  Rates,  309-315. 

MINIMIJII  CABIiOAB  WEIGHT. 

Minimum  carload  weight,  see  Rates,  235-240. 

MININO  UkWS. 

See  Statutes. 

MINNESOtA. 

Review  of  Commission  order  requiring  new  station,  see  Appeal  An) 

Review,  8. 
Rural   telephone  company  connected  with   a  city  exchange  as  a 

public  utility  unkmt  Minnesota  statute)  see  FOBUO  UnuvDES, 

9, 
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Power  ti  CommisBion  to  determine  whether  m  depot  it  MlitaUe,  see 

Service,  46. 
Jurndiction  ai  Coonnistioa  to  require  railr<Midt  to  providie  new 

stockyard  see  Sebvicb,  40» 
Statute  as  to  physical  connectioA  of  tclephoaed,  eee  Sbktice,  972. 


lOSCKIXAHEOVS  EXFl 

AUowaoce  for,  in  eompating  operating  expeoMti,  aee  Rbtvbk,  143- 
144. 

irrtiff  A  If  AQBBtm^ 

See  Management. 


Geueiml  evder  permitting  reparation  for  mierouth^  shipmeDtfl,  see 
Reparation,  0. 

MIMI88IPPX. 

Prima  facie  reaaonablenees  el  order  of  CommiaelMi,  see  Apfbai*  Ain> 

Review,  17. 
Power  of  Oommiaeion  to  require  railroade  to  sereen  oar  windows  to 

protect  health  of  patrons,  see  CoMias8liUf8»  34. 

MISSOURI. 

When  appeal  from  Cemmission't  valuation  of  plant  not  allowed,  see 
Appeal  ahd  RvnEW^  10. 

Power  of  Colnmiasio*  to  apportion  operating  efjcpense  of  jointly 
owned  telephone  exchange,  see  Apportion  msst,  8. 

Certificate  lor  building  telephone  system  in  town  which  has  not 
granted  franchise,  see  CERTiFioAtt  of  Cohvenosnor  asd  Neces- 
sity, 23. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  validity  of  statutes,  see  Com- 
missions, 16. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  regulation  of  managemevl,  see 
Commissions,  40. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  receiver  to  improve  cross- 
ing, see  Commissions,  43. 

Contract  between  city  and  railroad  as  to  cost  of  crossing  as  af- 
fecting power  of  Commission  to  apportion  cost,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  30. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  construction  and  improvement  of 
crossing,  see  Crossiitgs,  2,  7,  8. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  erect  over- 
head crossings  for  street  over  track,  see  Crossings,  8. 

Power  of  Commission  to  apportioh  cost  of  establishing  and  main- 
taining highways  at  grade  across  railroad,  see  Crossings,  15. 

Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  for  discontinuance  of 
service,  see  Damages,  3. 

Rij^t  to  classify  service  and  rates  under  Missouri  statute,  see 

BiSCRIMINATIOK,  28.  , 
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Jurisdiction  of  ComiDissiOA  to  control  erection  of  kigk  tenBimi'tirires 
near  telephone  lines,  see  Elbctricitt,  4a. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  high  powvr  electric  transmission 
lines  to  be  constructed  to  eliminate  interlerettoe  with  telephone 
lines,  see  ELSOTBicrrY,  14.  i 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  telegraph  stock  quotation  ticker 
service,  see  Inteb8TATe  CoiHIHftlSls;  V.  '  t  -  ' 

Power  of  Comiiiiasion  to  require  stoppage  of  interstate  train,  see 
Interstate  Commerce,  20,  21. 

Conclusiveness  of  Commission's  valuation  of  utility's  plant  under 
statute  making  findings  of  Commission  *'4dttdail^e  «fattttiM 
of  facts  therein  stated,"  see  Orders,  6. 

Manufacturing  company  selling  surplus  electric  crrrent  as  public 
utility  under  Missouri  statute,  see  PuRUC  Unmn^  'll^  -3^ 

Mutual  telephone  company  as  a  telephone  oorpoTatien  under  Mis- 
souri statutes,  see  PuRUc  Utilities,  21. 

Power  of  Commission  to  increase  statutory  nuiximum  rate,  see 
Rates,  34.  *  .        • 

Power  of  Conmissioii  to  regulate  rates  ol  municipal  plast,  see 
Rates,  36,  37. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  propoeed  rate  >  increase  iMMfer  Missouri .  stat- 
ute, see  Ratbs,  66* 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  interfering  with  municipal  authorities 
in  fixing  rates  for  municipal  plant,  see  Rates,  67.'   '  .    '   *:  .T 

Suit  under  Missouri  statute  to  enjoin  railroad  from  issuing  bonds 
without  consent  of  Commission,  see  SEdtRirr  lasnES,  4. 

Proportion  of  bonds  to  stock  under  Misaofuri  statute,  ^  see  Sbcitritt 
Issues,  44. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  destitution  and  statute, 
to  require  street  railway  oompttmy  to  apply  to  local  authori- 
ties for  franchise  to  operate  in  street,  see  Service,  10,  11. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  restoration  of  service  on  aban- 
doned branch  line,  see  Service,  18. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  authorise  railroad  to  abandon 
branch  line  operated  at  a  loss,  see  Ser^oc,  24. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  restoration  ol  service  on  abandoned 
railroad  branch  line,  see  Service,  32. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  fur* 
nish  sleeping  oar  service,  see  Service,  45. 

Statuts  relative  to  apportionment  to  cost  of  railroad  crossing,  see 
Statutes,  4. 

BOXEB  TRAIN  MII.E. 

Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  operating  expenses'  between 
different  services,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  174. 

MONET. 

See  also  Financing. 

Cash  investment  considered  in  valuation,  see  Valttation,  95. 
Allowance  for  cost  of  obtaining,  see  Valuation,  121,  124,  132;  133. 
Bond  discount,  see  Valuation,  77,  181,  192. 
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U0II090I.T  AMB  COiOPBTITIOII* 

I.  In  general,  i->#. 

II,  JuriedieUan,  pewere,  andr  duUes  9f  CommdseUmef  7-^i7. 
Ill,  Ad,mi89Um  ef  eompetUien  iMo  oecnpied  terrdHory,  19-^2, 

a.  In  general,  IS^^S, 

b.  COiaraeter  ef  eadeHng  merviee,  ^^3;-<9A* 

1.  In  general,  ZS-^S. 

2,  Territory  or  patrons  not  wholly  served,  54^-3^. 

c.  Cfharaeier  of  existing  cotnpani^>  S9. 

d.  Quesiione  peculiar  to  telephones,  44h^e. 

e.  CotnpetUion  by  di^erent  himds  of  uHHHiee,  47-A9. 

1,  Electric  and  steam  raHireads,  47. 

2.  Jitneys  and  street  raiUiHtye,  4^i-<5J9« 

I,  in  general. 

Advantage  cf  consolidation  of  competing  telephone  companies,  see 
Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale,  10. 

Poor  service  from,  as  ground  for  denying  authority  to  consolidate,  see 
Consolidation,  Merges,  and  Sale,  16-18. 

Validity  of  Illinois  statute  authorizing  control  of  competing  util- 
ity through  ownership  of  securities,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1. 

Requiring  physical  connection  between  competing  telephone  lines,  as 
denial  of  constitutional  rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  26,  27. 

Necessity  of  finding  rate  imreasonable  in  order  to  vacate  order  as  to 
discrimination  between  competitors,  see  Discrimination,  4. 

Commission  without  authority  under  Massachusetts  statute  to  require 
railroad  to  absorb  transfer  charge  from  one  wharf  because  absorb- 
ing it  from  a  competing  whar|,  see  Discrimination,  U. 

Discrimination  in  reduced  rates  to  meet  competition,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 17. 

Bight  of  stockholder  or  bondholder  to  invoke  Federal  Anti-trust  Act 
against  enforcement  of  Commission  order  authorizing  a  utility 
to  purchase  securities  of  a  competing  utility,  see  Parties,  6. 

Competitive  rate  not  proper  basis  for  comparison,  see  Rates,  111-113. 

Competition  as  affecting  rates,  see  Rates,  127-129. 

Effect  of  water  competition  on  railroad  rates,  see  Rates,  215,  256. 

Extra  allowance  in  return  of  baggage  transfer  company  because  of 
competition  with  other  transportation  companies,  see  Return,  69. 

Duty  as  to  extension  of  utility  having  n^onopoly,  see  Service,  64,  65. 

Award  of  exclusive  privilege  of  maintaining  public  carriage  stand  and 
baggage  transfer  at  raiboad  stations,  see  Service,  199. 

Right  to  .allowance  for  cost  ot  cstablis^iiQg  monopoly,  see  Valuation, 
209. 

DiscnMion  as  to  competition  aa  factor  in  rate  makiag,  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  547. 

1.  A  telephone  eompaay  which  ia  the  first  to  establish  an  exchange 
in  a  towm  will  not  ba  prevented  from  cutting  the  rate,  even  to  an  un- 
remunerative  point,  lower  than  its  rate  in  other  towns,  in  order  that 
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it  may  letain  the  businesa  whieh  lias  become  cdmpHliiv*  tkt'oii^  th* 
establishment  of  a  second  exchange  in  the  town.  Ft.  Supply  Teleph.  k 
Teleg.  Co.  v.  Pioneer  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.B.1W7A,  1«8. 

S.  While  the  extension  o€  railroad  lacihties  into  a  new  cotBmunity 
by  two  railroads  operating  in  different  directions  would  be  a  public 
convenience,  there  is  no  public  necessity  that  #111  WAmmt  tbe  panting 
of  certificates  of  contenien^  te  both  of  them  where  tlw  traffic  will  be 
insufficient  to  support  two  railroads.  Re  Chicago  Jb  N.  W,  R.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  303. 

3.  In  determining  which  of  two  applicants  should  be  permitted  to 
extend  railroad  facilities  into  new  territory,  preference  was  given  to 
the  railroad  Urst  entering  that  section  of  the  state,  although  the  other 
road  would  furnish  a  more  direct  route  to  market  for  a  large  part  of 
the  traffic;  it  apjMaring  that  the  proposed  line  oC  the  latter  company 
would  practically  parallel  part  of  the  existing  road  of  the  first  com- 
pany and  would  materially  affect  its  future  prosperity,  that  the  first 
road  had  originally  planned  for  this  particular  business  when  building 
its  road,  and  that  its  application  was  meritorious.  Re  Chicago  &  K.  W. 
R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  303. 

4.  Permission  should  not  be  granted  a  public  utility  to  make  ex- 
tensions in  such  a  way  as  to  prevent  another  corporation  from  making 
any  further  developments  in  territory  naturally  tributary  to  it.  Re 
Colliers  Light,  H.  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  889. 

5.  Upon  ordering  a  telephone  company  to  permit  physical  connec- 
tion for  interchange  of  toll  messages  with  a  competing  local  company 
charging  a  lesser  local  rate,  the  competitive  status  will  be  preserved 
by  imposing  a  charge,  such  as  10  cents,  in  addition  to  the  regular  toll 
charge,  which  extra  charge  is  to  be  collected  from  the  patron  and  divided 
equally  between  the  companies.  Tillamook  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1. 

6.  An  application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  in  whic!i  authority 
is  sought  merely  to  utilize  certain  water  powers  and  to  sell  or  lease 
the  products  of  such  power,  without  specifying  the  localities  within 
which  the  company  is  to  render  service,  or  asking  for  the  construction 
of  distributing  or  transportation  lines,  will  not  be  denied  merely  be- 
cause the  territory  within  which  the  proposed  plant  will  be  located  is 
already  adequately  served  at  reasonable  rates,  since  it  is  not  the  intent 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  Law  to  limit  the  development  of 
the  natural  resources  of  the  state,  but  only  to  limit  the  utilisation  of 
public  utility  service  in  such  a  manner  as  to  avoid  the  evils  which  may 
arise  through  competition.  Re  Montgomery  Hydroelectric  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  224. 

I/.  JuHsdicHon,  powers,  and  duties  of  Commiseions. 

Effect  of  recognition  of  agreement  between  utilities  relative  to  service 
in  disputed  territory  upon  right  of  CeriiimidstAn  to  order  service 
in  such  territory,  see  Obdebs,  4. 

Policy  of  Georgia  as  to  competition  between  utilities,  see  Rai^,  11. 

Power  to  compel  utility  to  make  rates  lower  tham  reasonable  in  order 
to  meet  competitioii,  see  Rates,  27. 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


MONOPOLY  AND  COMPETITION,  II.  225 

Policy  of  Maine  statute  as  to  freight  service  by  interurban  railways 
'  when  not  in  competition  with  railroad,  see  Sebvice,  170. 

7.  The  Philippine  Islands  Commission  has  no  power  to  protect  an 
automobile  carrier  from  competition  by  preventing  others  from  furnish- 
ing the  same  kind  of  service,  but  the  Commission  will  protect  the  exist- 
ing carrier  from  a  reduction  in  rates  by  requiring  all  similar  carriers  to 
charge  the  existing  rates  until  such  rates  have  been  changed  in  the 
manner  provided  by  law.  Cebu  Transp.  Co.  v.  Sanchez  (Philippine) 
P.U.R.1917F,  145. 

8.  The  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  power  to 
enforce  an  agreement  between  utilities  as  to  which  shall  have  the  right 
to  furnish  service  in  a  particular  place.  Pine  Grove  Electric  Light, 
Heat  &  P.  Co.  v.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  879. 

9.  The  approval  of  service  by  a  public  utility  in  a  particular  terri- 
tory may  be  evidenced  by  the  Pennsylvania  Commission's  approval  of 
consolidation  of  companies,  as  well  as  by  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience. Pine  Grove  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  v.  Eastern  Penn- 
sylvania Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  879. 

10.  The  general  policy  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  is  against 
the  duplication  of  facilities  or  public  utilities  in  the  same  territory 
unless  they  are  necessary  for  the  accommodation,  convenience,  or  safety 
of  the  public,  which  must  be  determined  from  the  facts  in  each  par- 
ticular locality.  Re  Perry  County  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  916. 

11.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  South  Dakota  Commission  to  prevent  the 
duplication  of  telephone  facilities  by  the  operation  of  more  than  one 
system  in  a  community.  Mortenson  v.  Deuel  Coimty  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  571. 

12.  Under  a  statute  (Pa.  Public  Service  Company  Law,  art.  3,  §  3) 
requiring  a  municipality  to  obtain  the  approval  of  the  Commission 
before  constructing  or  operating  a  plant  to  furnish  to  the  public  any 
service  of  the  character  already  being  furnished  by  any  public  service 
company  within  the  municipality,  it  is  necessary  for  the  Commission 
to  determine  whether  tjie  existing  company  has  the  facilities,  or  may 
reasonably  provide  the  same,  to  serve  the  needs  of  the  municipality, 
and  whether  the  municipality  has  financial  ability  to  raise  the  money 
necessary  to  provide  a  plant  for  that  purpose.  Re  Nescopeck  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  145. 

3.  The  New  Jersey  Commission  will  not  prevent  an  electrical  com- 
pany from  voluntarily  making  unremunerative  extensions  into  terri- 
tory which  a  competitor  may  desire  to  serve,  the  first  company  having  a 
legal  right  to  enter  the  territory  and  asking  for  no  increase  in  its 
privileges;  since  statutory  power  to  require  reasonable  extensions  does 
not  authorize  the  Commission  to  act  and  public  policy  relative  to  the 
prevention  of  destructive  competition  does  require  it  to  act.  Lakewood 
&  C.  Electric  Co.  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Electric  Light  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  695. 

14.  Inadequacy  of  the  service  of  a  utility  occupying  a  given  field, 
whether  temporary  or  continuing,  does  not  justify  another  company  in 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 15. 
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entering  the  territory  without  authority  of  the  California  Conunission. 
Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Midway  Gas  Co.    (Cal.)   P.U.R,1917E,  9^8. 

15.  A  utility  cannot  serve  customers  within  a  territory  exclusively 
occupied  by  another  company  without  obtaining  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  from  the  California  Commission,  although  in  so 
doing  it  does  not  actually  extend  its  own  physical  plant  or  system,  be- 
rause  the  necessary  lateral  branches  from  its  line  are  constructed  by 
consumers.  Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Midway  Gas  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  978. 

16.  The  extension  of  rural  telephone  lines  into  a  village  in  order  to 
serve  subscribers  desiring  a  direct  connection  with  the  subscribers  on 
such  lines  is  the  extension  of  a  telephone  exchange  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Wisconsin  statute,  which  cannot  be  made  without  the  consent  of 
the  Commission.  Theresa  Union  Teleph.  Co.  v.  East  Valley  Teleph. 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  387. 

17.  A  telephone  company  may  be  rendering  local  service  in  a  village, 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Wisconsin  statute  relative  to  Commission's 
consent  to  extensions,  although  its  subscribers  therein  are  only  connect- 
ed with  its  rural  exchange  several  miles  distant.  Theresa  Union  Teleph. 
Co.  V.  East  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  387. 

///.  Admission  of  competition  into  occupied  territory. 


a.  In  general. 

Furnishing  telephone  service  into  border  territory  as  extension  of  exist- 
ing lines  or  building  of  new  plant  under  Illinois  statute,  see  Cer- 

TIFICATB  OF  CONVENIENCE  AND  NBCESSITT,  15,  16. 

Biscussion  on  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  as  condition 
precedent  to  invasion  of  occupied  territory,  P.U.H.1917A,  p.  191. 

Annotation  on  admission  of  competition  into  occupied  territory, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  151;  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  397;  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  583. 

18.  An  electric  company  will  not  be  prevented  from  extending  its 
line  to  supplant  another  company  in  serving  a  plant,  although  it  has 
neither  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  under  §  50  of  the 
California  Public  Utilities  Act,  nor  a  franchise  for  the  extension,  where 
the  territory  has  been  generally  served  by  both  companies  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  statute,  and  where  the  extension  will  occupy  a  private 

•right  of  way,  since  neither  a  certificate  nor  a  franchise  is  required. 
Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Great  Western  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
820. 

19.  An  electric  producing  company  desiring  to  invade  the  territory 
of  the  distributing  company  to  supply  part  of  the  increased  demand  for 
service  due  to  new  development  and  increased  industrial  activity  can- 
not refuse  to  supply  the  distributing  company  with  additional  current 
above  that  provided  in  its  contract,  upon  the  theory  that  the  distribut- 
ing company  occupies  the  position  of  a  competitor,  since  the  Commis- 
sion has  power  to  eliminate  any  possibility  of  competition  by  a  division 
of  the  territory.    Re  Great  Western  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  569. 

20.  An  existing  utility  in  so  far  as  possible  should  be  permitted  to 
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share  in  the  general' prosperity  of  its  territory,  due  to  new  development 
and  increased  industrial  activity  with  an  increased  demand  for  service, 
instead  of  permitting  invasion  of  the  territory  by  larger  companies, 
where  previously  it  had  steadfastly  maintained  service  in  the  territory 
without  interference  from  the  larger  companies.  Re  Great  Western  Pow- 
er Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  569. 

21.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  cannot  refuse  to  order  a  railroad  to 
construct  a  spur  or  industrial  track  at  the  expense  of  the  shipper  ap- 
plying therefor,  who  has  met  the  requirements  of  the  Spur  Track  Law, 
although  the  Commission  has  previously  refused  the  railroad  a  certifi- 
cate of  convenience  and  necessity  to  extend  its  lines  into  the  same  ter- 
ritory in  competition  with  another  company;  the  requirements  on  the 
certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  law  with  reference  to  duplica- 
tion of  railroads  not  applying  to  the  construction  of  spur  tracks. 
Oconto  Co.  V.  Chicago  A  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  370. 

22.  An  electric  company  serving  only  part  of  a  city  because  of  the 
failure  of  the  municipal  authorities  to  assent  to  the  use  of  the  streets 
in  the  remaining  part  will  not,  upon  obtaining  such  assent,  be  denied 
the  right  to  serve  the  remaining  part  merely  because  another  company 
is  rendering  service  therein,  where  the  first  company  was  actively  en- 
gaged in  business  before  the  passage  of  the  Public  Service  Company 
Law,  and,  relying  upon  its  charter  right  to  serve  the  entire  city,  has 
made  large  exi>enditures,  the  value  of  which  will  be  impaired  if  au- 
thority be  denied.  Re  Wilkes-Barre  Light  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1017C, 
906. 

23.  A  public  utility  lawfully  operating  in  a  tract  owned  by  a  private 
land  development  company  and  furnishing  adequate  service  should  be 
protected  against  a  possible  invasion  of  its  territory  by  withholding  ap- 
proval of  a  municipal  franchise  authorizing  another  company  to  operate 
in  the  community,  although  the  existing  company  has  received  no 
franchise  from  the  local  authorities,  as  the  streets  occupied  by  it  had 
never  been  accepted  or  taken  over  by  the  public  authorities.  Re  Peo- 
ple's Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917D,  768. 

24.  A  mere  demand  by  citizens  interested  in  another  utility  is  in- 
sufficient to  warrant  the  Indiana  Commission  in  authorizing  an  addi- 
tional utility  to  furnish  similar  service  in  territory  served  by  an 
existing  utility  where  the  statute  requires  the  fact  to  be  foimd  that  a 
necessity  exists  for  the  establishment  of  such  a  plant.  Re  Farmers 
Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  7. 

h.  Character  of  existing  service. 

1.  In  general. 

25.  A  telephone  company  whose  service  does  not  conform  to  the 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Commission  will  not  be  protected  from  com- 
petition.   Vogt  V.  Linden  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  614. 

26.  Public  convenience  and  necesi^ity  do  not  require  (he  construc- 
tion and  operation  of  an  additional  telephone  system  where  the  rates 
4>i  the  existing  company  are  t  xccedingly  low  and  the  service  reasonably 
adequate   and   efficient,   although   a   new   company   might   construct   a 
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cheaper  system,  or  render  cheaper  long-distance  service.     Re  Farmers 
Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  7. 

27.  Under  statutory  power  to  an  electric  company  to  serve  territory 
"adjacent"  to  the  district  for  which  it  is  incorporated,  it  cannot  serve 
territory  which  is  geographically  near,  but  already  adequately  served  at 
fair  rates  by  another.  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.  v.  Lehigh  Nav.  Elec- 
tric Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  451. 

28.  That  the  existing  public  utility  is  furnishing  adequate  service 
is  not  of  itself  sufficient  to  prohibit  competition,  since  the  extension  of 
service  into  occupied  territory  is  a  subject  for  consideration  by  the 
Commission  under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  particular  case.  Re 
Wilkes-Barre  Light  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  367. 

29.  An  application  by  a  telephone  company  to  enter  occupied  terri- 
tor  will  be  denied  although  the  existing  company  is  not  rendering  ade- 
quate service,  where  it  appeared  that  the  service  is  being  improved  and 
it  is  probable  that  in  the  near  future  both  the  facilities  and  the  service 
of  the  existing  company  would  be  adequate.  Re  Quaker  Valley  Teleph. 
Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  30. 

30.  In  determining  whether  a  telephone  line  shall  be  extended  into 
disputed  territory,  the  primary  duty  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  is  to 
see  that,  so  far  as  possible,  all  persons  within  the  zone'of  service  of  a 
particular  company  shall  receive  that  service,  if  they  desire  it,  notwith- 
standing an  existing  investment  may  be  impaired  by  duplication.  Re 
Poy  Sippi  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917B,  469. 

31.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  cannot  find  that  public  convenience 
and  necessity  did  not  require  the  extension  of  the  lines  of  a  telephone 
company  to  serve  subscribers  in  border-line  territory  claimed  by  another 
company,  where  it  appears  that  the  interests  of  such  subscribers  lie  in 
the  sphere  of  the  applicant  company's  activities,  especially  where  the 
objecting  company  had  notice,  when  it  extended  its  lines  in  the  terri- 
tory, that  such  a  request  for  service  might  arise.  Re  Poy  Sippi  Teleph. 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917B,  469. 

32.  The  incorporation,  of  a  company  by  partners  owning  a  small  tele- 
phone system,  to  enable  them  to  escape  personal  liability  and  to  serve 
territory  not  actually  served,  will  not  be  approved,  although  the  in- 
corporation does  not  propose  to  complete  with  existing  companies, 
where  the  territory  as  a  whole  is  already  adequately  served  under 
the  stress  of  keen  competition,  and  an  existing  company  has  always 
been  ready  to  serve  anyone  within  the  territory  upon  application  and 
compliance  with  its  rules  and  regulations.  Re  Pocono  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  732. 

33.  The  rule  that  a  public  utility  will  not  be  allowed  to  enter  terri- 
tory already  satisfactorily  served  will  not  be  applied  so  as  to  protect  an 
outside  producing  company,  selling  its  product  to  a  distributing  com- 
pany in  the  occupied  territory,  from  competition  with  another  outside 
producing  company  which  may  ultimately  sell  its  product  to  such  dis- 
tributing company;  or  so  as  to  protect  the  investment  of  a  corporation 
in  excess  of  the  legitimate  requirements  of  its  business.  Re  Cayuga 
Power  Corp.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  916. 
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;0.  Territory  or  poffotM  not  wholly  served. 

34.  The  rule  M  to  the  exclusion  of  a  new  company  from  a  field  al- 
ready covered  by  the  charter  of  another  company  should  not  be  applied 
wh'^re  it  appears  that  the  new  company  will  occupy  but  a  small  portion 
of  the  chartered  but  unserved  territory,  that  the  demand  for  service  is 
imperative,  and  that  the  new  company  can  render  the  service  much  more 
expeditiously  than  the  old.  Re  Northampton  County  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  939. 

35.  An  electric  utility  which  has  constructed  its  lines  of  a  poten- 
tiality considerably  in  excess  of  those  usually  adopted  for  the  economical 
distribution  of  energy  solely  for  the  purpose  of  serving  large  and 
profitable  consumers,  with  no  facilities  for  caring  for  small  and  less 
profitable  patrons,  will  receive  little  consideration  for  the  California 
Commission  on  an  application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  for  an  extension  into  territory  served  by  another  having  facili- 
ties for  both  classes  of  consumers.  Pacific  Gas  k  E.  Co.  v.  Greisit  West- 
ern Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.19nC,  820. 

36.  A  utility  desiring  protecti6n  against  invasion  of  its  territory 
must  demonstrate  not  only  its  ability  to  serve,  but  also  that  it  has 
undertaken  and  held  itself  out  jto  serve  the  particular  class  of  service 
for  which  it  desires  protection.  Coast  Counties  Gas  &  £.  Co.  v.  Sierra 
&  S.  F.  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  709. 

37.  An  electric  utility  having  ample  transmission  capacity  should 
be  permitted  to  serve  a  large  industry  which  it  helped  to  create  in 
adjoining  occupied  territory,  by  agreeing  to  supply  electricity  that 
would  enable  the  industry  to  compete  with  other  plants  of  similar 
character,  where  the  existing  utility  furnished  no  encouragement  for 
the  establishment  of  the  industry,  and  had  neither  transmission  ca- 
pacity nor  facilities  for  supplying  a  load  of  such  magnitude,  and  had 
previously  made  no  attempt  to  secure  the  business,  nor  established  rates 
covering  that  class  of  service,  though  it  could  purchase  necessary  cur- 
rent from  a  third  company.  Coast  Counties  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Sierra  k 
S.  F.  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C.  709. 

38.  Invasion  of  occupied  territory  to  serve  a  single  large  consumer 
is  preferable  to  the  duplication  or  enlargement  by  the  existing  utility 
of  its  own  lines  to  serve  such  consumer,  where  the  construction  of  the 
invading  line  would  involve  considerably  less  than  one  half  the  ex- 
pense of  providing  such  service  from  any  other  available  source;  since 
economically,  duplication  is  unjustified  if  it  will  react  unfavorably  either 
on  the  cost  of  service  to  consumers  or  in  a  diminished  return  to  the 
stockholders  of  either  one  or  both  of  the  utilities  concerned.  Coast 
Counties  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Sierra  &  S.  F.  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
709. 

c.  Character  of  existing  company. 

39.  Approval  of  a  borough  ordinance  authorizing  a  telephone  com- 
pany to  construct  and  maintain  poles  and  wires  for  service  upon  the 
streets  of  the  borough  will  not  be  withheld  by  the  Pennsylvania  Com- 
mission upon  the  ground  that  the  territory  is  already  occupied,  where 
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the  existing  company  is  an  unincorporated  mutual  assoeiation  composed 
of  eleven  companies  also  mutual  and  unincorporated,  any  one  of  which 
may  at  any  time  after  ninety  days*  notice  withdraw  from  interchange- 
able use  the  portions  of  the  lines  separately  owned  by  it,  and  no  one 
not  a  member  of  the  association  can  receive  service  from  it.  Re  Farmers 
Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  171. 

d,  Queations  peculiar  to  tetephones. 

Effect  of  agreement  between  competing  telephone  oompanies  as  to  terri- 
tory to  be  served  by  each  when  pasaing  upon  extension  of  tele- 
phone  service,  see  Sbevicb,  294. 

40.  A  telephone  company  will  not  be  allowed  to  parallel  the  lines 
of  another  merely  to  permit  residents  of  the  territory  to  obtain  free 
rural  service,  where  they  cap  procure  such  service  from  the  existing 
line.    Re  Chippewa  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  299. 

41.  The  paralleling  of  a  telephone  line  will  not  be  allowed  merely 
to  permit  a  conjectural  reduction  in  charges  for  occasional  toll  calls. 
Re  Chippewa  County  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  299. 

42.  In  Wisconsin,  a  rural  telephone  company  cannot  extend  service 
into  a  village  in  which  another  company  is  rendering  local  service,  on 
the  theory  that  the  invading  company  is  merely  rendering  a  "rural 
service"  therein,  and  that  the  purpose  of  the  extension  is  merely  to 
afford  persons  in  the  village  direct  connection  with  the  company's  rural 
subscribers,  as  distinguished  from  a  connection  with  other  persons  with- 
in the  village.  Theresa  Union  Teleph.  Co.  v.  East  Valley  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  387. 

43.  No  public  necessity  is  shown  for  the  extension  of  rural  tele- 
phone lines  into  a  village,  where  it  appears  that  physical  connection 
exists  between  its  lines  and  those  of  a  company  rendering  local  service 
therein,  and  that  the  only  advantage  of  the  duplication  would  be  to 
save  a  connection  charge  that  is  not  excessive.  Theresa  Union  Teleph. 
Co.  V.  East  Valley  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917E,  387. 

44.  No  unlawful  invasion  of  occupied  territory  is  shown  by  an  exten- 
sion of  telephone  service  to  a  rural  subscriber  located  in  border  terri- 
tory having  no  definite  and  fixed  boundary  line,  it  appearing  that  he 
desires  service  from  both  companies,  and  that  such  extension  will  not 
cause  the  complaining  company  to  lose  any  of  its  patrons,  but  will  fur- 
nish the  subscriber  with  direct  long-distance  connection  and  direct  con- 
nection with  his  business  center  without  a  toll  charge  that  would  be 
necessary  over  the  line  of  the  complaining  company.  Byron  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  Winnebago  County  Teleph.  Co.  (IH)  P.XJ.R.1917B,  1060. 

45.  Telephone  service  should  be  extended  into  adjoining  territory 
served  by  another  company  where  it  will  afford  the  patrons  direct  con- 
nection with  the  county  seat  and  natural  business  center  and  will  be 
of  a  greater  value  to  them,  especially  where  the  cost  of  service  would  be 
less  than  if  furnished  by  the  existing  company,  since  the  exigencies  of 
service  may  require  a  certain  limited  amount  of  overlapping  in  border 
territory  in  order  that  the  service  furnished  may  be  of  the  greatest 
value.  Tallman  v.  Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  390. 
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46.  The  Penns^-Ivania  Commission  refused  to  permit  a  telephone 
utility  to  extend  its  system  into  territory  adequately  servell  by  another 
utility,  where  a  connection  between  the  two  systems  would  be  of  greater 
value  to  the  public  and  to  the  utilities.  Re  Perry  County  Teleph.  k 
Teleg.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  I>16. 

e.  Competition  hy  aif^eren^  hinds  of  %UiUtieM. 

1,  Electric  and  steam  railroaite. 

47.  There  is  no  legislative  policy  in  Maine  which  either  authorizes 
or  forbids  electric  railways  to  engage  fully  in  competitive  freight  serv- 
ice with  steam  railroads  by  means  of  physical  connection  between 
tracks;  and  the  Commission  will  not  define  a  policy,  assuming  that  it 
has  the  authority.  Public  Utilities  Commission  y.  Portland  Terminal 
Co.  (Me.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  43. 

2.  Jitneys  and  street  railways, 

4C.  The  operation  of  an  auto  bus^for  hire  paiallel  to  an  electric  rail- 
way between  municipalities  will  not  be  allowed  merely  because  of 
inadequate  railway  service;  since,  if  complaint  is  made  against  the 
service,  the  Commission  can  order  it  remedied.  Southern  Pennsylvania 
Traction  Co.  v.  Hartel  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  627. 

40.  Public  convenience  and  necessity  was  held  not  to  require  the 
operation  of  small  auto  busses  for  hire  parallel  to  an  electric  railway 
between  municipalities,  it  appearing  that  railway  cars  were  run  on  a 
10  minute  schedule  from  5:50  a.  m.  to  7:30  p.  M.  and  fn5m  that  time 
on  a  15  to  26  minute  schedule  until  1:05  a.  m.;  that  on  Saturdays  and 
Sundays  the  10  minute  schedule  was  adhered  to  until  9:30  p.  m.;  and 
that  the  railway  was  run  at  a  loss  when  the  motor  basses  were  in  opera- 
tion. Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Co.  v.  Hartel  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
3917C,  627. 

50.  Public  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  operation  of  an  auto 
bus  line  in  competition  with  a  street  railway  is  nuthciently  shown 
wh;:re  it  appears  that  there  is  such  a  diversion  of  the  routes  and  so 
much  greater  convenience  afforded  by  the  ati^  route  that  it  may 
fairly  be  said  that  it  supplies  a  want  of  the  public  not  already  ade- 
quately met; — as,  where  only  22  per  cent  of  the  applicant's  traffic 
originates  and  ends  in  a  district  where  the  competing  routes  are  less 
than  300  feet  apart ;  where  78  per  cent  of  the  traffic  comes  from  a  terri- 
tory in  which  the  competing  lines  are  over  900  feet  apart;  where  22 
per  cent  of  applicant's  traffic  comes  from  a  district  in  which  patrons 
have  to  walk  considerably  more  thpn  the  latter  distance;  and  where 
the  auto  bus  line  has  carried  770,000  passengers  during  a  period  of 
fifteen  months.     Re  Troy  Auto  Car  Co.   (N.  Y.)    P.U.R.1917A,  700. 

51.  That  the  existing  street  railway  will  suflfer  serious  loss  through 
the  admission  of  competition  is  not  a  sufficient  reason  to  i^nrrant  the 
refusal  of  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  for  the  operation  of  a  bet- 
ter and  more  convenient  form  of  transportation  than  that  furnished 
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by  the  street  Railway.    Allegheny  Valley  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Greco  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  723. 

52.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  refused  to  issue  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  for  the  operation  of  ordinary  small-sized  automobiles 
in  competition  with  a  street  railway,  where  the  competition  would  seri- 
ously interfere  with  the  revenues  of  the  street  railway,  upon  the  ground 
that  such  v^ieles  cannot  meet  tte  publSe  demand  for  transportation  in 
all  kinds  of  weather  on  a  sufficiently  safe  and  stable  basis  to  warrant 
accepting  them  as  satisfactory  substitutes  for  street  car  service.  Al- 
legheny Valley  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Greco  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  723. 

MONTANA. 

Quo  warranto  to  try  title  to  chairmanship  of  Commisaion,   see 

COHHISSIONS,  1. 

Power  of  court  to  grant  temporary  injunction  to  suspend  Commis- 
sion order  regulating  train  service  pending  appeal,  see  Coubts, 
3. 

MONTH. 

Monthly  expenses  as  factor  in  working  capital^  see  Valuation, 
328. 

MORTALITY  TABLES. 

See  Life. 

MORTGAGES. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  to  grant  relief  from  mortgage 
executed  without  Commission's  consent,  see  Commissions,  40. 

Necessity  of  procuring  consent  of  Commission  for  mortgage  of  prop- 
erty within  the  state  although  expenditures  are  to  be  made 
outside  the  state,  see  Secu&itt  Issues^  16. 

MOTOR  BUS. 

See  Automobiles. 

MOTOR  GENERATOR. 

Electric  rate  for  current  furnished  to  motor  generator  in  moving- 
picture  theater,  see  Rates,  141,  142. 

MOTORS. 

Lighting  rates  for  small  electric  motors  and  power  rates  for  large 
motors,  as  unlawful  discrimination,  see  Discbimikation,  82. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  electric  motors  in  buildings  of  gas 
and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917G,  p.  265. 

MOUNTAINOUS  COUNTRY. 

Consideration  of  cost  of  operation  in  mountainous  country  in  com- 
paring freight  rates,  see  Rates,  222. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


MOVING  CHARGE— MUNICIPAUTIES.  233 

MOVING  CHARGE. 

Charge  for  moving  telephone,  see  Kates,  278.  ^ 

MOVING  PICTURES. 

Electric  power  or  lighting  rate  for  moving  picture  machines,  see 

Rates,  141-143. 
Transformers  in  moving  picture  theaters  to  change  alternating  to 

direct  current,  see  Sebvice,  120. 

MUNIOIFAI.  ACQUISITION. 

See  Municipal  Plant. 

MUNICIPAUTIES. 

See  also  Municipal  Plant. 

Basis  of  apportioning  cost  of  public  fire  protection  between  differ- 
ent towns  served  by  a  water  utility,  see  Apportionment,  50, 
61. 

Necessity  of  certificate  to  operate  under  franchise  renewed  by  ordi- 
nance effective  after  passage  of  Public  Utilities  Act,  see  Cer- 
tificate OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  9. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  ordinance  passed  after  effective  date  of 
Public  Utilities  Act  where  utility  had  prior  charter  to  occupy 
street,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  10. 

Certificate  for  building  telephone  system  in  town  which  has  not 
granted  franchise,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Neces- 
sity, 23. 

Exercise  of  municipal  franchise  by  corporations  exempted  from 
jurisdiction  of  Commission  by  provision  of  Transportation 
Corporation  Law,  see  Cektificate  of  Convenience  and  Neces- 
sity, 25. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  in  passing  upon  approval 
of  municipal  ordinance  authorizing  telephone  company  to 
occupy  streets,  see  Commissions,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  over  construction  of  telephone 
lines  outside  of  corporate  limits  of  city  or  town,  see  Commis- 
sions, 7. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  over  utility  operating  with- 
in home  rule  city,  see  Commissions,  8,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  South  Dakota  Commission  to  enforce  municipal 
ordinance  relative  to  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines, 
see  Commissions,  11. 

Constitutional  provision  prohibiting  use  of  street  without  consent 
of  local  autbority  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  author- 
ize sale  of  utility's  property  and  franchises,  see  Commissions, 
12. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  to  enforce  contract  between 
municipality  and  property  owners,  see  Commissions,  22. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  pass  upon  validity  of  municipal 
franchise,  see  Commissions,  26. 
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234  MUNICIPALITIES. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  compel  payment  of  mimic- 
'^^  ipal  taxes  for  poles  occupying  city  streets,  see  CoMiassioiis, 

36. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  a  utility  to  remove  its  mains  from 
the  streets  upon  authorizing  abandonment  of  service,  see  CoM- 
HI88I0NS,  37. 

Municipal  control  over  streets,  as  affecting  power  of  Commission 
to  authorize  telephone  users  to  connect  with  an  exchange  be- 
yond the  corporate  limits,  see  Coickissions,  38. 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  ccmtract  made  by  municipality 
with  utility,  see  Constitutional  Law,  30,  65-71. 

Franchise  fixing  rates  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  regu- 
late rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  32-54. 

Municipal  franchise  fixing  street  car  rates  ^  as  affecting  fares  in 
annexed  territory,  see  Constitutional  Law,  63,  54. 

Contract  with  consumers  in  one  town  as  affecting  right  of  utility 
to  increase  rates  to  prevent  discrimination  against  other 
towns,  see  Constitutional  Law,  60. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  made  by  contract  between 
municipality  and  utility,  see  Constitutional  Law,  65-71. 

General  incorporation  statute  authorizing  municipality  to  regulate 
water  rates  as  affecting  power  of  state  to  Ax  rates,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  67. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of  charge 
police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of  police 
power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  79. 

Performance  by  water  company  of  contract  ultra  vires  as  to  city, 
see  Contracts,  1. 

Validity  of  acts  of  Commission  in  directing  manner  in  which  cross- 
ings should  be  constructed  before  utility  had  secured  franchise, 
see  Crossings,  4. 

Jurij^diction  of  Indiana  Commission  of  appeal  from  order  of  town 
requiring  railroad  to  open  street  across  right  of  way,  see 
Crossings,  6. 

Railroad  crossings  as  state  rather  than  municipal  matter,  see 
Crossings,  12. 

Failure  of  statute  to  provide  means  of  bringing  city  before  Commis- 
sion in  proceedings  to  construct  crossing  as  preventing  Com- 
mission from  imposing  any  liability  on  city  for  the  crossing, 
see  Crossings,  13. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  impose  part  of  cost  of  eliminat- 
ing grade  crossing  upon  city,  see  Crossings,  14. 

Release  of  contractor  from  hard  bargain  for  elimination  of  grade 
crossing  under  New  York  statute,  see  Crossings,  16. 

Authorities  to  be  made  parties  to  proceeding  abolishing  grade 
crossing,  see  Crossings,  19. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  installing  and  maintaining  crossings  be- 
tween municipality  and  railroad,  see  Crossings,  24-28. 

Liability  of  town  under  New  York  statute  for  cost  of  eliminating 
grade  crossing,  see  Crossings,  25. 
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Prior  court  decisions  baaed  upon  municipal  charter  forbidden  ex- 
ceptional discrimination,  not  controlling  in  construction  of 
Public  Service  Law,  see  Pibcriioi^ation,  6. 

City  or  county  as  person  or  corporation  under  Florida  Anti-dis- 
crimination Statute,  see  Discbimination,  30a. 

Discrimination  in  concessions  to,  see  I>isoBnaiiATioir,  39a-47. 

Contract  for  water  for  Are  protection  at  annual  hydrant  rental 
with  provision  for  free  service  after  twenty  years  as  valid  at 
common  law,  see  Discbimination,  41. 

Municipal  street  lighting  rates  fixed  in  accordance  of  cost  of  serv- 
ice, see  Discrimination,  47. 

Low  rate  for  water  sold  in  bulk  to  municipalities,  see  Disosnc- 
INATION,  67. 

Low  rate  by  municipal  waterworks  to  encourage  location  of  in- 
dustries in  city,  see  Discbimination,  65. 

Desire  of,  as  no  ground  for  approving  low  rate,  to  manufacturers, 

see  DlSGBIlflNATION,  65. 

Discrimination  as  to  payment  of  rates  by  city  telephone  subscribers, 
see  Discbimination,  123. 

Free  service  to  city  for  permitting  electric  poles  to  occupy  public 
places  as  unlawful  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  133. 

Estoppel  from  questioning  validity  of  contract  to  furnish  city  water 
supply,  see  Estoppel,  1. 

Reduction  of  rate  to  individual  consiuners  where  municipality  does 
not  complain  of  municipal  rates,  see  Evidence,  4. 

Municipal  consent  under  Xew  York  statute  relative  to  auto  bus 
lines  as  not  constituting  franchise  under  Second-class  Cities 
Law,  see  Franchises,  1. 

Consent  by  state  and  municipal  authorities  as  franchise  requir- 
ing approval  of  Commission,  see  Fbanchises,  2. 

Kight  of  utility  to  operate  in  city  under  franchise  granted  by  county 
prior  to.  incorporation  of  city,  see  Fbanchises,  3. 

Operation  of  electric  plant  without  municipal  franchise,  see  Fban- 
chises, 4. 

Furnishing  current  to  mill  through  mill  conduit  in  street  under 
permit  to  excavate  in  street,  see  Fbanchises,  5. 

Validity  of  municipal  contract  granting  franchise  to  water  com- 
pany, see  Franchises,  6-9. 

Bequiring  railroad  company  to  stop  all  interstate  trains  at  at  least 
one  station  in  a  city,  as  interference  with  interstate  commerce, 
see  Intbbstatk  Commebce,  19, 

Extension  of  rural  telephone  line  into  occupied  village,  see  Monop- 
oly and  Competition,  42,  43. 

Municipality  as  proper  party  complainant  against  alleged  discrim- 
inatory interexchange  rates,  see  Pabties,  1. 

Bight  of  individual  to  question  right  of  utility  to  occupy  streets  of 
a  city,  see  Parties,  2. 

Telephone  company  as  proper  party  to  apply  for  enforcement  of 
municipal  ordinance,  requiring  physical  connection  of  tele- 
phone lines,,  see  Parties,  3. 
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Commercial  elub  as  proper  party  to  proceeding  to  compel  railroad 
to  establish  physical  connection,  see  Parties,  4. 

Necessity  of  city  filing  objections  and  protest  to  proposed  increase 
in  rates,  see  Pleadings,  5. 

Reasonableness  of  ordinance  requiring  removal  of  telephone  poles 
from  streets,  see  Poles,  1,  2. 

Power  of  Oregon  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  purely  municipal 
purposes,  see  Rates,  14. 

Public  Utilities  Act  as  repealing  inconsistent  provisions  of  munici- 
pal charter,  see  Rates,  36,  37. 

Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  public  utili- 
ties as  repealing  statute  authorizing  municipalities  to  fix  rates, 
see  Rates,  38. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  gas  company  operating 
under  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  39. 

Power  of  state  to  authorize  administrative  Commission  to  revise 
rates  fixed  by  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  40. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  fix  street  railway  fares  as  violating 
constitutional  provision  against  operating  street  railway  with- 
out municipal  consent,  see  Rates,  41. 

Power  of  city  to  regulate  rates  of  public  utilities  under  constitu- 
tional authority  to  adopt  local  or  special  laws,  see  Rates,  45. 

Rates  fixed  by  ordinance  to  continue  pending  review  by  court,  see 
Rates,  61.  . 

Approval  of  contract  for  street  lighting,  see  Rates,  53,  54. 

Electric  rates  for  street  lighting,  sec  Rates,  135,  137. 

Electric  railroad  as  "street  railroad"  or  "railroad"  within  mean- 
ing of  California  statute  relative  to  street  railway  fares  in  a 
city,  see  Rates,  259, 

Street  railway  fares  in  territory  annexed  to,  see  Rates,  263,  264. 

Water  rates  for  municipal  fire  protection  service,  see  Rates,  295- 
298. 

Water  rates  for  municipal  use  to  be  based  upon  amount  used,  see 
Rates,  306. 

Return  of  municipal  plant  as  a  matter  of  municipal  policy,  see 
Return,  30. 

Municipal  acquisition  of  plant  to  be  effected  by  taxation  or  city 
bonds  and  not  by  fund  created  by  excessive  rates  prescribed 
by  municipal  franchise,  see  Return,  173. 

Subscription  by  town  to  street  railway  stock  under  Massachusetts 
statute,  see  Security  Issues,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  serv- 
ice notwithstanding  provision  of  Constitution  against  granting 
legislative  franchises  without  consent  of  local  authorities,  see 
Service,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  Constitution  and  statute,  to 
require  street  railway  company  to  apply  to  local  authorities 
for  franchise  to  operate  in  street,  see  Service,  10,  11. 
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Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  as  to  extension  of  street  rail- 
way service  regardless  of  charter  provision  as  to  procuring 
consent  of  local  authorities,  see  Service,  12,  13. 

Franchise  provision  for  extension  of  fire  protection  service  when 
ordered  by  city  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  order 
same,  see  Sebvice,  15. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  to  order  the  discontinuance 
of  electric  service  on  complaint  of  municipality  that  wiring 
of  building  is  unsafe,  see  Sebvice,  17. 

Right  of  utility  to  abandon  service  without  consent  of  Commission 
where  franchise  has  expired,  see  Service,  29. 

Remedy  of  city  to  compel  restoration  of  street  lighting  service,  see 
Service,  32. 

Franchise  obligations  of  utility  to  extend  service  through  all 
streets  and  alleys,  see  Service,  59. 

Injunction  against  shutting  off  city  water  supply,  see  Service,  82. 

Power  of  city  to  contract  for  water  supply,  see  Service,  109. 

Formal  action  by  municipal  authorities  required  to  have  street 
lighting  hours  extended,  see  Service,  152. 

Railroad  depots  to  be  built  in  compliance  with  fire  ordinances,  see 
Service,  192. 

Health  ordinances  regulatinj^  number  of  passengers  on  street  cars, 
•  see  Service,  247. 

Right  of  water  utility  to  refuse  fire  protection  service  to  unincor- 
porated villages,  see  Service,  303. 

Compliance  with  ordinance  for  repair  of  street  paving,  see  Street 
Railways,  2. 

Contract  fixing  rates  as  defense  to  action  against  city  to  recover 
rates  established  by  Commission,  see  Trial,  5. 

Reasonableness  of  ordinance  providing  for  removal  of  poles  from 
streets,  see  Wires  and  Cables,  1. 

Annotation  on  power  of  municipalities  over  public  utilities,  P.U.R. 
1917F,  p.  833. 

Rules  of  the  Connecticut  Commission  governing  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  electric  street  lamps  and  fixtures  on  wood  poles 
used  jointly,  P.U.R,1917C>  p.  938. 

1.  The  act  (Kan.  Gen,  Stat.  1915,  §§  8337-8347)  creating  the  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission  and  giving  it  power  to  regulate  and  control 
public  utilities  and  common  carriers  did  not  repeal  the  statute  (§§  862 
et  seq.),  which  expressly  gives  the  mayor  and  council  of  cities  of  the 
second  and  third  classes  the  control  of  the  streets,  alleys,  and  public 
grounds  of  such  cities.  Wilson  v.  Weber  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  667 
(S.  C.  —  Kan.  — ,  166  Pac.  512). 

2.  A  legislative  act  authorizing  a  city  to  contract  for  service  with 
a  wat<»r  company  "for  public  uses  on  such  terms  as  the  parties  may 
agree,  including  the  remission  of  taxes,"  does  not  authorize  the  city  to 
make  a  contract  for  domestic  uses  in  the  same  sense  that  it  is  author- 
ized to  make  contracts  for  public  uses.  Dorman  v.  Belfast  Water  Co. 
(Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  824. 

3.  The  right  of  a  municipality  to  provide  itself  and  its  citizens 
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with  water  is  not  exhausted  by  the  action  of  the  township  sup'^rvisors, 
prior  to  the  incorporation  of  the  municipality,  in  permitting  a  water 
company  to  lay  its  hiains  and  supply  water  to  the  inhabitants,  where 
the  township  supervisors  have  no  power  to  grant  rights  to  occupy  the 
highways,  although  the  water  company  by  virtue  of  its  charter  is  law- 
fully occupying  the  streets,  and  cannot  be  deprived  of  its  rights  therein. 
KeNescopeck  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  145. 

4.  The  control  and  management  of  public  utilities  are  not  matters 
of  purely  local  or  municipal  concern  which  a  municipality  may  assi'rae 
imder  a  constitutional  provision  authorizing  cities  to  frame  charters  for 
their  government,  especially  where  the  legislature  has  already  made 
express  provision  for  such  matters  by  enactment  of  the  Public  Service 
Act.  State  ex  rel.  United  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  752  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — »  192  S.  W.  958). 

5.  A' municipality  that  has  surrendered  its  control  over  public  utili- 
ties to  the  Railroad  Commission  is  not  in  a  positiqii  to  urge  thr.t  the 
Public  Utilities  Act  authorizing  the  Commission  to  regulate  the  con- 
struction of  railroad  crossings  over  highways,  and  to  apportion  the  cost 
of  separating  grades  between  the  railroad  and  the  mimicipality  in  in- 
terest, violates  the  Constitr.tion  (§§  6  and  13  of  art.  11),  prohibiting 
state  control  of  municipal  affairs  and  prohibiting  the  legislature  from 
delegating  to  any  Commission  power  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  any 
municipal  improvement,  money,  or  property.  San  Jos4  v.  Railroad 
Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  689  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — .  53  Cat.  Dec  727, 
—  Pac.  — ). 

MUNICIPAI.  PI^AKT. 

I.  What  conatitutea,  1. 
II.  Power  of  Commiaaion,  ;9— 4. 
III.  Acquiaition  of,  S-S. 

See  also  Municipalitibs. 

Apportionment  in  case  of,  see  AppOBTiONiCEirr,  40,  42,  46. 
Rate  of  depreciation  of  waterworks,  see  Dep&eciation,  46. 
Discrimination  by  generally,  see  Discbiictnation,  15,  45,  46. 
Discrimination  in  furnishing  free  water  to  shoe  factories,  churches. 

and  schools,  see  Discbimination,  37. 
Low  rate  by  municipal  waterworks  to  manufacturers,  see  "DtB^ 

CRIMINATION,  64-67. 

Rale  for  municipal  electric  plant,  see  Rates,  156. 

Return  of,  see  Retubn,  28-30. 

Amount  of  return  from  municipal  water  plant,  see  Repubn,  81. 

Interest  and  depreciation  on  part  of  municipal  waterworks  devoted 

to  public  fire  protection  as  charge  for  water  service,  see  R^ 

turn,  127. 
To  adopt  rules  and  regulations  r^ardlng  extensions,  see  Service, 

57. 
Duty  of,  to  make  extension,  see  Service,  C6. 
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/•  What  conaiituieM. 

1.  A  utility  is  not  "owned  and  operated  by  a  municipality**  within 
the  meaning  of  §  10  of  the  Illinoia  Public  Utilities  Act,  so  as  to  oust  the 
Ck>mmi88ion  of  jurisdiction  oyer  it,  merely  because  the  municipality  has 
obtained  an  option  to  purchase  it  at  an  agreed  price  and  has  been  given 
a  Toice  in  its  management.  Chicago  y.  CConnell  (111.)  P.U.L.1917E, 
730  (S.  C.  278  lU.  691,  116  N.  E.  210). 

II,  Power  of  CommiaHon* 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  municipal  plant,  operat- 
ing in  competition  with  public  utility,  see  Monopoly  and  Compe- 
tition, 12. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  commissioner  of  health  for  plan  of  city  water 
plant  befce  action  by  Pennsylvania  Commission,  see  PftOCEDUBE,  6. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of,  see  Rates,  36,  37. 

Policy  of  Missouri  Commission  as  to  interfering  with  municipal  author- 
ities in  fixing  rates  for  mimicipal  plants,  see  Rates,  67. 

2.  The  California  Commission  has  no  power  to  award  compensa- 
tion for  betterments  or  exiensions  made  after  it  has  fixed  the  com- 
pensation for  municipal  acquisition,  since  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Act  authorized  the  Commission  to  certify  to  the  court  find- 
ings for  additional  compensation  only  in  case  of  losses  ineurred  through 
being  obliged  to  preserve  the  property  between  the  time  the  judgment 
in  condemnation  becomes  final  and  the  time  of  payment  of  compensa- 
tion.   Re  Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917C,  692. 

3.  The  California  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  agreements 
between  a  municipality  and  a  public  utility  with  reference  to  the  com- 
pensation to  be  made  for  improvements  made  by  the  utility  subsequent 
to  the  valuation  of  its  properties  for  municipal  acquisition.  Re  Marin 
Municipal  Water  Dist.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  692. 

4.  The  California  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  entertain  pro* 
ceedings  for  a  general  revaluation  of  a  utility's  property  for  municipal 
acquisition  after  the  court  has  rendered  judgment  in  the  proceeding. 
Re  Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  692. 

Ill,  Acquisition  of. 

Necessity  of  authorizing  city  to  buy  upon  application  of  utility  for 
authority  to  sell  and  of  city  to  purchase,  see  Consolidation,  Meb- 
OEB,  AND  Sale,  3. 

Municipal  acquisition  of  plant  to  be  effected  by  taxation  or  city  bonds 
and  not  by  fund  created  by  excessive  rates  prescribed  by  municipal 
franchise,  see  Rbtxtbn,  173. 

Valuation  of  generally,  see  Valuation. 

Consideration  of  earnings  in  fixing  value  for  municipal  acquisition,  see 
Valuation,  51,  70. 

Rate  base  as  value  for  municipal  acquisition,  see  Valuation,  70. 

Consideration  of  depreciation  annuity  in  municipal  acquisition  valua- 
tion, see  Valuation,  106. 
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Right  to  include  utility  or5aiii2atioii  expeiwe  in  municipal  acquisitioii 

valuation,  see  Valuation,  119a. 
See  also  Eminent  Domain. 

5.  The  description  of  a  waterworks  property  included  in  a  mu- 
nicipal acquisition  valuation  which,  after  covering  the  property  in  de- 
tail, continued,  "together  with  all  properties  built  and  building  or  to 
be  built  subsequent  to  the  making  of  the  list,  .  .  .  'Ms  sufficiently 
adequate  to  include  a  few  scattered  items  such  as  cottages  at  a  dam 
site  and  two  short  pipe  extensions  so  as  to  render  unnecessary  a  sup- 
plemental finding  of  value  as  to  such  property.  Re  Marin  Municipal 
Water  Dist.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917C,  692. 

6.  A  utility  is  not  entitled  to  additional  compensation  for  pay- 
ment of  taxes  accruing  after  the  fixing  of  compensation  for  municipal 
acquisition,  and  while  the  utility  was  in  possession  and  receiving  all 
the  revenues  from  the  operation  of  the  plant  under  rates  established 
by  the  Commission  sufficient  to  meet  all  operating  expenses,  including 
taxes,  and  to  yield  in  addition  thereto  a  fair  return  on  the  fair  value 
of  the  property.  Re  Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
692. 

7.  A  municipality  is  not  entitled  to  a  deduction  m  the  compensa- 
tion to  be  paid  a  utility  for  its  plant  on  account  of  the  utility's  failure 
to  deliver  to  the  municipality  certain  books  known  as  meter  books,  cus- 
tomer's ledgers,  books  of  account,  and  other  data  included  in  the  list 
of  the  utility's  property,  where  it  is  unable  to  show  that  it  has  been 
damaged  thereby.  Re  Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  692. 

8.  A  water  company  was  authorized  to  sell  to  a  city  a  system  also 
serving  consumers  outside  the  city,  provided  the  city  stipulates  to  con- 
tinue such  service.  Re  San  Gabriel  Valley  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  655. 

BCUTUAL  COMPANIES. 

See  Mutual  Telephone  Companies. 

MUTUAL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

See  also  Telephones. 

Right  of  mutual  company  to  make  other  charges  to  stockholders 

than  to  other  subscribers,  see  Discrimination,  49,  50. 
Unincorporated  mutual  association  composed  of  other  mutual  and 

unincorporated   companies,   as   entitled  to   protection   against 

competition,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  39. 
Proper  parties  to  remedy  defective  service  on,  see  Parties,  10. 
Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  failure  of  stockholders  to 

pay  stock  assessments,  see  Payment,  27. 
As  public  utilities,  see  Public  Utilities,  19-23. 
Assessment  against  mutual  telephoner  stockholders,  see  Rates,  273. 
Payment  of  dividends  out  of  stock  :iubscription8,  see  Return,  31. 
Power  of  Commission  to  order  mutual  telephone  to  extend  terviee 

on  a  rental  basis,  see  Service,  14. 
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Extension  of  service  on  a  rental  basis,  see  Sebvice,  63. 
Purchase  of  stock  as  a  condition  to  service,  see  SisyrcSy  106. 

MUTUAI.  WATER  COMPANT. 

As  public  utility,  see  Pubuo  Utilitiss,  16,  24. 

XABROW  GAGE. 

See  Railboads. 

XATUBAI.  GAS. 

/.  Conservation  of,  1, 
II,  Leakage  or  shrinkage,  2^4, 

See  also  Gas. 

Apportionment  of  values,  revenues,  and  expenses  of  natural  ^as 

company,  see  Appobtionment,  7. 
Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  enjoin  amount  of  natural 

gas  taken  from  leased  wells,  see  Ck>MMi8SiONS,  19. 
Power  of  Commission   to  authorize  utility  to  remove   its  mains 

from  the  streets  upon   authorizing  abandonment  of  service, 

see  Commissions,  37. 
Confiscation    in   rate   fixed   by    Commission,   see   Constituxionai^ 

Law,  20. 
Jurisdiction  of  Federal  court  to  enjoin  alleged  confiscatory  jrate 

of  utility  operating  in  several  states,  see  Coubts,  4,  5. 
Rate  of  depreciation  for  natural  gas  utility,  see  Depbeciation,  29- 

33. 
All  industries  to  be  charged  same  rate,  see  DiscBiMiN-ATKn?.  8. 
Preference  to  be  given  to  consumers  in  case  of  shortage  of  supply, 

see  DlSCBtMINATION,  111. 
Right  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  in  from 

another  state,  see  Intebstate  Commeboe,  4,  5. 
Amount  of  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  natural  gas  rates,  see 

Payment,  9. 
Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  gas  company  operating 

under  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  39. 
Rates  for,  see  Rates,  187-189. 

High  return  allowed  natural  gas  company,  see  Retubx,  32-35. 
Amount  of  return  for  natural  gas  utility,  see  RETtrsN,  82-86. 
Cost  of  producing,  see  Retubn,  122. 
Consideration  of  reasonableness  of  price  paid  for  natural  gas  by 

distributing  company  in  rate  proceedings,  see  Retubi^,  126. 
Jurisdiction   of   Commission   to   permit   natural   gas   company    to 

abandon  territory,  see  Sebvice,  22. 
Power  of  Commission  under  Oklahoma  statute  to  require  installa- 
tion of  natural  gas  meters,  see  Sebvice,  33. 
Duty  of  utilities  to  make  extensions  generally,  see  Sebvice,  66-76. 
Right  of  utilities  generally  to  discontinue  service,  see  Service, 

77-99.  • 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 16. 
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Datj  as  to  highwaTs  and  6treeU  upon  the  removing  of  maina  and 

pipes,  see  Sbbvice,  83. 
Failure  of  supply  as  ground  for  discontinuance   of  service,  see 

Service,  87,  88. 
Service  by  natural  gas  company,  see  Sebvioe,  178. 
Valuation  of  system,  see  Valuation. 
Cost  of  developing  natural  gas  lease  as  charge  to  capital  or  optfa* 

tion,  see  Valuation,  231,  233. 
Investment  in  natural  gas  wells  as  a  capital  charge,  see  Valua- 
tion, 231-237. 
Cost  of  drilling  natural  gas  wells  as  operating  expense  or  capital 

charge,  see  Valuation,  236,  237. 
Valuation  of  artificial  gas  plant  used  by  natural  gas  copipany  in 

emergencies,  see  Valuation,  264-266. 
Valuation  of  natural  gas  leasehold,  see  Valuation,  283. 
Working  capital  for  natural  gas  company,  see  Valuation,  329, 

330,  338. 
Valuation  of  natural  gas  lease,  see  Valuation,  419. 

J.  Conservation  of. 

1.  Additional  and  supplemental  rules  relative  to  the  conservation 
of  oil  and  natural  gas  were  adopted  by  the  Oklahoma  Commission,  effec- 
tive August  20,  1917.  Ro  Rules  for  Conservation  of  Oil  k  Natural 
Gas  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  344. 

II.  Leakage  or  8hrinleage. 

2.  The  allowance  for  leakage  of  natural  gas  through  the  distribut- 
ing system  was  fixed  at  16  per  cent.  Re  Ashtabula  Gm  Co.  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1917D,  790. 

3.  An  allowance  of  20  per  cent  was  made  for  shrinkage  of  natural 
gas  through  the  distributing  ^stem.  Re  Osage  ft  O*  Co.  <Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

4.  An  allowance  of  20  per  cent  for  shrinkage  of  natural  gas  sold 
without  metering  was  made  in  a  rate  case  pending  a  test  to  be  made 
after  the  installation  of  meters.  Re  Pawhuska  Oil  k  Gas  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

NATURAL  RSSOUBCE8. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  Law  as  not  intended  to  prevent  de- 
velopment of  natural  resources  merely  because  territory  is 
adequately  served  at  a  reasonable  rate,  see  Monopoly  and 
Competition,  6. 

NAVT  YARD. 

Lower  steamship  rates  to  employees  of,  as  unlawful  discrimination, 
see  Discrimination,  70. 

HEBRASKA. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  physical  connection  of  telephone 
lines  as  affected  by  contracts,  see  ConstJTutioxal  Law,  73. 
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Raising  of  Toltage  of   transmission   lines  as  within  purview  of 

Nebraska  statute,  see  Elbctbicitt,  1. 
Power  of  Commission  to  apportion  cost  of  changing  location  of 

wires,  see  Elbctbicitt,  5. 
Standards  of  electrical  construction,  see  Electricity,  13. 
Physical  connection  of  telephones  under  the  Nebraska  statute,  tee 

Sebvicb,  278,  279. 

1IECE88XTT. 

See  generally  Certificate  of  Conveniengk  ahd  Necbssitt. 
Absence  of  necessity  for  seryice  as  ground  for  discontinuance,  see 
Skbyicb,  85,  86. 

HEED. 

Consideration  of  investment  in  excess  of  present  needs,  see  Valu- 
ATION,  243,  244,  249,  254-261. 

NEOUOEHCE. 

Liability  for  injury  to  meters,  see  Sebviob,  130-182, 

HET  EABHIH OS. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  install  meters,  to  increase  net 
earnings,  see  Service,  123. 

rTET  RETUBK. 

Interest  oa  borrowed  money  as  pari  of  return  or  <tf  operating 
expense,  see  Rbcubn,  161-163. 

HEVABA. 

Power  of  Commission  to  reduce  intrastate  rates  cffeeting  business 
of  interstate  shippers*  see  Interstate  Commbror,  12. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  authorize  water  companies  to 
abandon  service  where  residents  have  acquired  vested  rights 
to  service,  see  Sbbvioe,  27. 

ICEW  COHStrXSR  OB  PATROH. 

See  also  Consumers  and  Patrons. 

Reduced  rates  to  old  patrons,  as  discrimination  against,  see  Dis- 
grimination,  76. 
-  Propriety  of  erecting  building  for  purpose  of  procuring,  see  Secur- 
ity Issues,  24. 

Free  telephone  service  to  new  subscribers  as  discriminatory,  see 
Discrimination,.  77,  78. 

HEW  HAMPSHIRE. 

Policy  ol  Commission  as  to  rate  contracts  made  with  consumers,  see 

Constitutionai.  Law,  62. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  provide  private 

crossings,  see  Crossinos,  9. 
.   Jmrisdiotion  of  Oonmiission  over  issues  of  securities  for  expendi* 

tures  outside  the  state,  see  Seouritt  Issubs,  16. 
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Statute  of,  relative  to  issuance  of  securities,  see  Secubitt  Issues, 

36. 
Standards  for  telephone  service  and  for  maintenance  of  equipment 

and  lines,  see  Service,  257. 

HXW  JERSEY. 

Transfer  under  New  Jersey  statute  of  majority  of  stock  to  foreign 

holding  company,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  22. 
Power  of  Commission  to  alter  street  railway  fares  fixed  by  contract, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  50. 
New   Jersey   statute   requiring   street   railways   to   carry    free   of 

charge  police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of 

police  power,  see  CoNsrfTuriONAL  Law,  79. 
Power  of  Commission  to  prevent  unremunerative  extensions,  see 

Monopoly  and  Competition,  13. 
Notice  of  discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment  of  water  bills, 

see  Payment,  32. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  amount  of  water 

used  by  utility,  see  Sebvice,  39. 
Power  of  Commission  to  compel  street  railways  to  repair  street 

paving,  see  Service,  52. 
Rules  of  Commission  as  to  service  by  water  utility,  see  Service, 

289. 

HEW  PLANT. 

What  oonstitutes  imder  Illinois  statute  so  as  to  require  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity,  see  Cbkhvicats  or  Cqhteniencs 
and  Necessity,  15-16. 

KEW8PAPER8. 

Carriage  of,  by  street  railway  company,  see  Semvice,  2S7. 

HEW  YORK. 

Uniform  system  of  accounts  of,  see  Acjcountino,  3-7. 

Jurisdiction  of  courts  on  review,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  2,  3,  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  grant  a  eerUfieate  of  convenience  tor  con* 
struction  of  a  part  of  a  proposed  railroad,  see  CEBrrmcATE  of 
Convenience  and  Necessity,  19. 

Showing  necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience  for  operation  of 
automobile  bus  line  under  New  York  statute,  see  Cketipicatb 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  21. 

Exercise  of  municipal  franchise  by  corporations  exempted  from 
jurisdiction  of  Commission  by  provision  of  Transportation  Cor- 
poration Law,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Neces- 
sity, 25. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  enjoin  amount  of  natural  gas  taken 
from  leased  wells,  see  Commissions,  19. 

Policy  of  Commisaian,  relative  to  granting  relief  from  municipal 
franchise  obligations,  see  Commissions,  28.  ' 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  closing  of  street  by  railroad,  see 
CoMMiasiONS,  39. 
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Fower  of  Commission  to  authorize  utility  to  €haige  litghcr  rKtffi 

than  fixed  bj  municipal  franchise,  see  Coj^'STITUTIONAl  Law, 

34,  35,  45. 
Power  of  Commission  to   relieve  street  railways   from   municipal 

franchise  requiring  operation  during  winter,  see  CoNSTlTCTldH- 

AL  Law,  44. 
Agreement  between  railroad  and  legislative  committee  fixing  rates 

as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  increaae  rates,  see  Cox- 

BTITUTiOtfAL  LaW,  63. 

Release  of  contractor  from  hard  bargain  for  elhmnation  of  grade 
crossing  under  New  York  statute,  see  Crossings,  16. 

Liability  of  town  under  New  YoKk  ttstttte.for  eoBt  of  eMdlMtlft^ 
grade  ci;9ssing,  tcfc  Cso^^lXQS,  2d, 

Policy   of  Commission  as  to  the  disturbing  of  branch  line  rates 

because  higher  than  main  line  rates,  see  DxSQBXMOAXKIir,  88 

.>.J^t-^^<'ifi*^l  »i¥fff^*J^  Iwri^fl-^Qw  Xork  atatutQ  jToJative  .to  aut*  bus 

lines  as  not  constituting  franchise  under  Second-dmss  Cities 

Law,  see  Franchises,  1. 

Consent  by  state  and  municipal  authorities  as  fraaehise  requiring 
approval  of  Cfjcamifsion,  see  Fbaxciuses.  2. 

Standards  for  installation  of  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of 
gas  and  steam  companies,  see  Gas,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  in  from 
another  state,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  4,  5. 

Scope  of  investigation  under  complaint  alleging  excessive  and  dis- 
criminatory rates,  see  Procedure,  7. 

Failure  to  exercise  corporate  powers  as  affecting  right  to  purchase 
or  hold  property  or  franchises  under  New  York  statute,  see 
Public  Utilities,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  over  mileage-book  rate,  see  Rates,  29,  30 

Annual  report  required  of  gas  and  electrical  corporations,  see 
Repobts.  1 

Report  for  purpose  of  identifying  capital  expenditures,  see  Re- 
ports. 2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  formulate  plan  to  enable  street  rail- 
way company  to  earn  more  adequate  return,  see  Return,  5. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  portion  of  bond  issue  to  be  used 
to  make  good  expenditures  charged  to  depreciation  reserve, 
see  Security  Issues,  15. 

Purpose  for  which  securities  may  be  issued  under  New  Yorlc  stat- 
utes, see  BEccfiiTT  Issues,  37,  38. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  restoration  of  train  service  dis- 
continued without  proper  notice,  see  Sebvice,  31. 

Standards  for  installation  of  electric  services  and  meters,  see 
Sebvice,  128,  129. 

Standards  of  gas  service,  see  Service,  163. 

Physical  connection  not  justified  under  New  York  statute  where 
one  company  will  be  given  use  of  tracks  and  terminal  facili- 
ties of  another,  see  Service,  227. 

Valuation  of  franchise,  see  Valuation,  4J0. 
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NIGHT  SERVICE. 

Dutj  of  intemrban  railways  at  to  canTing  red  lights  at  night,  see 
Skbvici,  166. 

HOISE.* 

In  operation  of  plant,  see  Cebtifioatb  of  CoNVKNiBTfOB  and  Necbs- 

snT,  17a. 
Power  of  ihe  Pennsylvania  Commission   to  require  railroads  to 

abate  unnecessary  smoke   and  noise   in  train  operation,  see 

Commissions,  32. 

HOHOPEBATIHO  REVENITE. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  return,  see  Retubn,  6. 

HONPATMSOfT. 

Discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment  of  bills,  see  Pathent, 
26-32. 

irONRESIDENTS. 

Municipal  utility  serving  nonresidents  with  water,  see  Municipal 
Plant,  8. 

HOITDSER. 

Failure  to  exercise  corporate  powers  as  affecting  right  to  purchase 
or  hold  property  or  franchises  under  New  York  statute,  see 
Public  Utilities,  1. 

Failure  of  landowner  to  demand  water  for  irrigation,  as  loss 
of  right,  see  Sebvice,  177. 

NORMAL  COSTS. 

Consideration  of,  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation, 
99,  100-105. 

NORTH  CAROUHA. 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  made  between  utilities, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  72. 

NOTES. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubitt  Issues. 

Issuance  of  7  year  6  per  cent  coupon  notes  for  replacements  for 

reconstruction,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  33. 
Considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  66,  67. 

NOTICE. 

Absence  of  provision  for  notice  and  hearing  in  Headlight  Law  as 

affecting  validity  of  Commission   order  requiring  headlights, 

see  Coxstftutional  Law,  6. 
Commission  order  made  after  notice  and  hearing  and  enforceable 

only   by   court   proceeding   as  not  denying  due   process^   see 

Constitutional  Law,  6. 
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Requiring  carriers  to  give  Railroad  Commission  notice  of  proposed 
advance  in  rates  as  interfering  with  right  of  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
80. 

Failure  of  statute  to  provide  means  of  bringing  city  before  Com- 
mission in  proceedings  to  construct  crossing  as  preventing 
Commission  from  imposing  any  liability  on  city  for  the  cross- 
ing, see  Cbossinos,  13. 

To  be  given  to  adjoining  owners  of  proceeding  to  abolish  grade 
crossing,  see  Cbossinqs,  19. 

Of  discontinuance  of  water  service  for  nonpayment  of  bills,  see 
Payment,  32. 

Massachusetts  statute  as  giving  Commission  power  to  permit  emer- 
gency rate  to  be  put  into  effect  without  notice,  see  Ratbs,  24. 

Sufficiency  of  notice  of  proposed  changes  in  rates  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Rates,  48. 

Utility  required  to  notify  consumers  of  financial  disadvantage  of 
prepayment  meters,  see  Rates,  164. 

Power  of  Commission  over  reasonableness  of  notice  of  discontinu- 
ance of  railroad  service,  see  Service,  19. 

Right  of  railroad  corporation  under  laws  of  Virginia  to  abandon 
service  without  notice  to  the  public  and  application  to  Com- 
mission, see  Service,  30. 

Of  intention  to  abandon  service,  see  Sebvicb,  95-98. 

Discontinuance  without  notice  of  service  to  schools  during  vaca- 
tion period,  see  Sebvicb,  97,  08. 

In  telephone  directory  of  change  in  prefixes  and  numbers,  see  Serv- 
ice, 270. 

Notice  to  consumers  of  intention  to  shut  off  water  supply,  see 
Service,  307-309. 

Rules  relative  to  notice  of  intention  to  drill,  deepen,  or  plug  oil 
or  gas  wells,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  367. 

NOVEMBBB. 

Results  from  test  period  during  November  and  December  as  evi- 
dence upon  issue  whether  railroad  rates  are  confiscatory,  see 
Rates,  93. 

mnsAHCE. 

Noise  and  odor  from  fuel  in  operation  of  plant,  see  Certificate  of 
Convenience  and  Necessity,  17a. 

Power  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  abate 
unnec-^^isiary  smoke  and  noise  in  train  operation,  see  Com- 
missions, 32. 

irUMBEBS. 

Right  of  telephone  company  to  regulate  use  of  numbers,  see  Serv- 
ice, 268-270. 
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248  OBJECTIONS— OFF-PEAK  SERVICE. 

OBJECTIONS. 

Objections  to  consolidations  or  mergers,  see  Consolidation,  Meb- 
GEB,  AND  Sale,  11-23. 

Necessity  of  filing  protest  to  proposed  increase  in  rates,  see  Plead- 
ing, 5. 

OBLIGATIONS. 

Policy  of  Commission  relative  to  relieving  utility  from  franchise 

obligations,  see  Commissions,  27,  28. 
Power  of  Commission  to  relieve  utility  from  franchise  obligations, 

8|ee  Commissions,  29. 

OBSOI.ESCENCE. 

As  an  element  of  depreciaticm,  see  Depreciation,  7. 

Surplus,  when  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Secubity  Issues,  5. 

Valuation  of  obsolete  property,  see  Valuation,  273-276. 

As  plant  development  expense,  see  Valuation,  351, 

OCCXnPIED  TEBRITORT. 

Admission  of  competition  into,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition, 
18-52. 

OFFICE  EXPENSE. 

As  operating  expenses,  see  Return,  131-138. 

Excessive  operating  expenses  as  chargeable  to  stockholders  and 
note  to  ratepayers,  see  Return,  134. 

OFFICE  FURNITURE. 

Expense  of  adding  machine  as  investment  charge,  see  Valuation, 

211. 
Cost  of  oflRce  furniture  as  operating  expense  or  capital  charge,  see 

Valuation,  228. 

OFFICERS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  to  grant  relief  from  exclusion 
of  officers  from  management,  see  Commissions,  40. 

Free  passes  to  public  officers  as  compensation  for  fees,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 89,  90. 

Public  utility  not  to  make  contract  for  supplies  or  construction 
with  concern  in  which  officers  or  directors  have  interests  except 
after  competitive  bidding,  see  Public  Utilities,  3. 

Payment  of  exorbitant  salaries  to  officers  and  small  dividends  of 
no  concern  to  ratepayers,  see  Return,  131. 

Salaries  of,  as  operating  expenses,  see  RETUR^^  131-138. 

Allowances  for  services  donated  by,  see  Valuation,  285,  286. 

OFF-PEAK  SERVICE. 

Low  rate  for,  see  Discrimination,  61,  79. 
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OHIO. 

Showing  necessary  to  warrant  interference  by  Ohio  supreme  court 
with  order  of  Commission,  see  Appbal  and  Review,  22* 

Action  of  Commission  as  affected  by  conflicting  judicial  decisions, 
see  Commissions,  10. 

Dismissal  of  service  complaint  by  Ohio  Commission  where  receiver 
is  amenable  to  court,  see  Commissions,  45. 

Right  of  mining,  manufacturing,  or  quarrying  company  to  operate 
railroads,  under  Ohio  statute,  see  Railboads,  1,  2. 

Power  of  Commission  to  fix  emergency  rates  during  period  of  sus- 
pension of  ordinance  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  25,  £6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Ohio  Commission  to  order  railroad  to  make  repa- 
ration, see  Rkpa&ation,  12. 

on.. 

1.  Additional  and  supplemental  rules  relative  to  the  conservation 
of  oil  and  natural  gas  were  adopted  by  the  Oklahoma  Commission 
effective  August  20,  1917.  Re  Rules  for  Conservation  of  Oil  ft  Natural 
Gas   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  344. 

Oil.  EHGIlfC. 

Allowance  for  property  used  only  in  an  emergency,  see  Valuation, 
262. 

OKI.AHOMA. 

Policy  of  Commission  relative  to  granting  relief  from  franchise 

obligations,  see  Commissions,  28. 
Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  utility  to  remo\'e  its  mains  from 

the  streets  upon  authorizing  abandonment  of  service,  see  Com- 
missions, 37. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  dictate  as  to  identity  of  individuals 

to  be  employed  by  railroad,  see  Commissions,  42a. 
Jurisdiction   of   Commission    over   Federal   railroad  receiver,  see 

Commissions,  44. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  by  municipal  ordinance 

or  franchise,  see  Constitutional  Law,  36,  70. 
Power  of  Oklahoma  legislature  to  delegate  rate-making  powers,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  74. 
Preference  to  be  given  to  natural  gas  consumers  in  case  of  shortage 

of  supply,  see  Discrimination,  111. 
Rules  relative  to  conservation  of  oil  and  natural  gas  in  Oklahoma, 

see  Natural  Gas,  1. 
Oklahoma  Commission  vested  with  power  of  the  state  as  to  rate 

making,  see  Rates,  8. 
Statute  authorizing  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  public  utili- 
ties as  repealing  statute  authorizing  mimicipalities  to  fix  rates, 

see  Rates,  38. 
Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  of  gas  company  operating 

under  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  30. 
Zone  and  block  system  of  express  rates  in,  see  Rates,  101. 
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150  OLD  PATRONS-OPERATING  EXPENSE. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  hold  train  until  passenger  buys  ticket,  see 
RATsa,  195a. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  issuing  specific  or  general  orders  as 
to  service,  see  Sbbvice,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  service  without  reasonable 
return,  see  SuviCE,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  orer  abandonment  of  service,  see  Serv- 
ice, 22. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Oklahoma  Statute  to  require  installa- 
tion of  natural  gas  meters,  see  Sbbvice,  33. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  permit  storage  of 
grain  bins  on  right  of  way,  see  Service,  42. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroads  to  furnish  tank  cars 
for  transportation  of  gasolene,  see  Service,  43. 

Telegraph  service  at  railroad  stations  in,  see  Service,  197. 

OLB  PATROXS. 

Reduced  rates  to,  as  disoriminatinn,  see  BtsCBiinirAnoiv,  76. 

OMISSIONS. 

Allowance  for,  in  overhead  expenses,  see  VIluation,  198;  191,- 153, 
136,  178. 

ONE  HUNDRED  PER  CENT  MINUS  PER  CENT  REMAINING. 

Definition  of  expression  "one  hundred  per  cent  dliliUis  per  cent 
remaining,"  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  626. 

ONE-MAN  CARS. 

Duty  of  electric  railway  as  to  use  of  one-man  cars  in  "Wisconsin, 

see  Service,  165. 
One-man  street  oars  with  proper  safety  devices,  see  Service,  239. 

OPERATING  COMPANIES. 

Book  entry  for  stock  premium  paid  upon  merging  of  holding  and 

operating  company,  see  Accout^ting,  ^. 
Consolidation  of  operating  company  with  holding  company  whose 

stock  is  owned   hy  foreign   corporation,   see   Con  solid atiox, 

Merger,  and  Sale,  23. 

OPERATING  EXPENSE. 

Accounting  system  for,  see  Accounting,  6. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Apportionment. 

As  factor  to  be  considered  in  rate  making,  see  Kates,  91. 

Increased  operating  expenses  as  "emergency"  under  Wisconsin  stat- 
ute, authorizing  Commission  to  suspend  railroad  rates,  see 
Rates,  210. 

Increase  in  steamboat  rates  because  of  high  prices  due  to  European 
war,  see  Bates,  268. 

Allowance  for,  in  fixing  return,  see  REtrRN,  117-17."^. 

Right  to  issue  securities  to  pay,  see  Securitt  Issies,  25. 
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OPERATING  LOSSES— OPERATORS.  251 

Issuance  of  securities  to  pay  charge  against  operation,  coe  Seoubicy 
Issues,  37,  38. 

Necessity  of  showing  inability  to  earn,  before  abandoning  service, 
see  Sebvice,  90. 

Allowance  for  cost  of  mopey  in  telephone  rate  valuation  where 
company  has  paid  4^  per  cent  of  gross  revenues  to  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  see  Valuation,  121. 

Allowance  for  promotion  expenses  where  company  has  pAld  4|  per 
oent  oi  its  gross  revenues  to  the  American  Telephone  k  Tele- 
graph Company,  see  Valuation,  162. 

Operating  expenses  as  element  of  working  capital,  see  Valuation, 
328,  329. 

Allowance  for  going  value  where  cost  of  attaching  business  has  been 
charged  to  operation,  see  Valuation,  361. 

Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  operating  expenses,  P.U.R. 
1917D,  p.  848. 

OPERATING  LOSSES. 

Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  operating  losses,  P.t7.R.1917D, 
p.  849. 

OPERATIKO  RETEltXmS. 

Issuance  6f  securities  for  capital  expenditures  from,  see  Secubitt 
Issues,  7. 

OPERATION. 

Standards  of  electrical  operation,  see  Electbicity,  12. 

OPERATION  AT  A  I.OSS. 

See  also  Losses. 

Effect  of  return  as  a  whole  upon  requiring  sleeping  car  service  on 

branch  line  as  a  loss,  see  Retubn,  24,  24a. 
Utility  not  to  be  required  to  operate  at  a  loss,  see  Retubn,  39. 
Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  authorize  railroad  to  abandon 

branch  line  operated  at  a  loss,  see  Sebvice,  24. 
As  ground  for  abandonment  of  service*  see  Sebvice,  89-94. 
Reasonableness  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  attach  a  sleeping 

car  carried  at  a  loss,  see  SBBVicSi  208-209ft. 
Street  railway  required. to  operate  a  line  at  loss,  see  Sebvice,  229. 
Considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  83. 

OPERATION  FOR  HIRE. 

Tips  to  operators  of  mutual  telephones  by  nonsubscribers  as  con- 
stituting operation  for  hire,  see  Public  UTiLrnES,  19. 

OPERATORS. 

Basis  of  apportioning  wages  of  telephone  operators  between  diflfer- 
ent  classes  of  service,  see  Apportionment,  31,  36. 

Rules  in  New  Hampshire  requiring  telephones  to  make  provision 
against  illness  of  operators,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  677. 
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252  OPINION  EVIDENCE— ORDERS. 

OPimOH  EVIDENCE. 

Weight  to  be  attached  to,  see  Evidence,  11. 
Of  vahie  or  cost,  see  Valuation,  7-9. 
Of  value  of  established  business,  see  Valuation,  300. 
Opinion  evidence  as  sufficient  to  warrant  separate  allowance  for 
going  value,  see  Valuation,  C70. 

OPTION. 

Effect  of  option  to  city  to  buy  utility  to  render  it  a  municipal  plant, 
see  Municipal  Plant,  1. 

ORDERS. 

J.  Validity  of,  J-a. 
/J.  Effect  and  construction,  4— JCi. 

Review  of  orders  of  Commissions,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

Certiorari  to  review  orders,  see  CEBXiOEAm. 

Rule  of  Commission  providing  for  hearing  and  decision  as  invalid 

assumption    of    legislative   and   judicial    functions,   see  Com- 
missions, 4. 
Consideration  of  court  decisions,  see  CoMMisaiONfl^  9,  10. 
Validity  of  statute  restricting  right  to  a  supersedeas  on  appeal 

from  a  Commission  order,  see  Constitutional  Law,  2. 
Jurisdiction  of  state  court  over  suits  to  enjoin  express  companies 

from  carrying  out  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  CommiMioo^ 

see  Courts. 
Temporary    injunction    to   suspend    Commission    order    regulating 

train  service  pending  appeal,  see  Couwrs,  3. 
Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  to  authorize  constructicm  of 

a  crossing  over  a  railroad  before  the  rifjht  of  way  has  been 

condemned  and  before  the  highway  has  been  established,  see 

Crossings,  7. 
Necessity  of  finding  rate  unreasonable  in  order  to  vacate  order  as 

to  discrimination  between  competitors,  sec  Discrimination,  4 
Order  requiring  natural  gas  company  to  give  free  service  to  public 

*  schools  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  38,  39. 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  order  requiring  physical 

connection  of  telephone,  see  Evtoktoe,  2. 
Review  of  orders  of  Commission  by  injunction,  see  Injunction. 
Preliminary  injunction  against  enforcement  of  Commiseion  order 

fixing  rates,  see  Injunction,  4-7. 
Necessity  of  following  requirements   of  state  statute  in   obeying 

order   of   Interstate   Commerce    Commission,   see   Interstate 

Commerce,  22. 
Sufficiency  of  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  justify 

disobedience  of  state  regulations,  see  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission,  2. 
Mandamus  against  railroad  for  failure  to  obey  Commission  order, 

see  Mandamus,  1. 
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Prohibitiofi  to  preveat  Commiaeion  from  making  order,  see  Pbo- 

HIBmON,  1. 
Rates  fixed  by  ordinance  to  continue  pending  review  of  Commission 

order  by  court,  see  Rates,  51. 
Validity  of  order  establishing  maximum  joint  freight  rates  without 

determining  method  of   dividing  rates  between  carriers,   see 

Ratbs,  232. 
Ground  for  allowing  rehearing,  see  Reh|Barino,  1. 
General  order  permitting  reparation  for  misrouting  shipments,  see 

Reparation,  9. 
Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  condi- 

ticm  precedent  to  action  in  courts,  see  Reparation,  16. 
Policy  of  Oklahoma  Commission  as  to  the  issuance  of  specific  or 

general  orders  as  to  service,  see  Service,  1. 
Testh   of   reasonableness   of   order   requiring  restoration   of   train 

service,  see  Service,  79. 
Delay  in  delivery  of  freight  as  violation  of  order  of  Commission 

as  not  excused  by  congestion  of  traffic,  see  Service,  180. 
Order  requiring  delivery  of  31 -orders  to  engineer  as  well  as  con- 
ductor, see  Service,  183. 
Contention  for  punishment  for  violation  of  Commission  order  not 

entertained  in  absence  of  allegation  in  complaint,  see  Trial,  3. 
Conclusiveness  of  security   issue  valuation   in  rate  valuation,  see 

Valuation,  69. 
Allowance  for  legal  expenses, in  litigation  involving  appeals  from 

orders  of  Commission,  see  Valuation,  123. 

J.  Validity  of. 

Commission  order  made  after  notice  and  hearing  and  enforceable  only 
by  court  proceeding,  as  noj  denying  due  process,  see  Constitution- 
al Law,  6. 

Commission  order  as  not  denying  due  process,  merely  because  judicial 
review  involves  expense,  see  Constitutional  Law,  7. 

Statute  making  findings  of  Commission  prima  facie  correct  on  ap« 
peal  as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10,  11. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  furnish  tank  cars  for  shipment 
of  gasolene,  see  Constitutional  Law,  16. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  street  railway  company  to  carry  passengers 
beyond  franchise  limits,  see  Constitutional  Law,  18. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  construction  of  spur  track  necessary  to 
public  and  partially  paid  for  by  patrons,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
26a. 

For  compliance  with  ordinance  for  repair  of  street  paving,  see  Street 
Railways,  2. 

1.  An  order  requiring  the  establishment  of  through  rates  is  not 
rendered  so  vague  and  uncertain  as  to  be  incapable  of  enforcement  by 
failure  to  state  what  the  rates  are  to  be  or  whether  they  are  to  apply 
to  carload  lots  or  lees  or  both;  especially  where,  by  lack  of  time,  it 
will  be' presumed  that  the  order  has  been  complied  with.    State  ex  rel. 
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Xorthern   P.  R.   Co.  v.  Public   Service  OommiBsion    (Wash.)    P.U.R. 
1917E,  87 (S.  C.  95  Wash.  376,  163  Pac.  1143). 

2.  A  Commission  order  which  would  be  discriminatory  if  rettricted 
to  questions  raised  by  the  complaint  and  evidence  cannot  be  sustained 
on  the  theory  that  the  order  itself  is  general,  where  it  is  broader  than 
the  issues  raised.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1005  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  192  S.  W.  460). 

3.  Failure  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  file  the  statement 
of  valuation  with  the  city  recorder  as  required  by  §  10  of  the  Oregon 
Public  Utility  Act  does  not  affect  the  validity  of  an  order  increasing 
telephone  rates  above  those  fixed  by  a  municipal  franchise;  since  the 
right  to  make  the  order  did  not  depend  upon  the  filing  of  the  valuation 
statement,  and  moreover  §  75  of  the  act  provides  that  technical  omis- 
sions are  immaterial.  Woodburn  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  967  (8.  C.  82  Or.  114,  L.R.A.1917C,  98,  161  Pac  301). 

II,  Effect  and  construction, 

4.  A  notification  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission  to  telephone  com- 
panies, that  by  reason  of  a  stipulation  settling  a  dispute  as  to  the 
right  to  serve  certain  territory,  a  decision  on  the  merits  would  be 
unnecessary,  is  not  binding  on  the  Commission  upon  a  subsequent  appli- 
cation for  service  by  any  resident  of  the  disputed  territory.  Re  Poy 
Sippi  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917B,  469. 

5.  An  order  made  in  response  to  a  request  to  discontinue  a  proceed- 
ing to  inquire  into  a  rate  does  not  amount  to  a  finding  as  to  whether 
the  rate  in  question  has  been  shown  to  be  unreasonable.  Re  Bronx  Gas 
&  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  777. 

6.  A  valuation  of  a  utility's  plant  as  fixed  by  the  Commission  is  not 
continuously  conclusive  nor  binding  upon  the  utility  for  all  time  as  the 
value  of  its  plant  as  of  that  date  under  .a  statute  (Mo.  Public  Service 
Commission  Act,  §  101,  Acts  1913,  p.  635)  making  the  findings  of  the 
Commission  "conclusive  evidence  of  the  facts  therein  stated"  in  any 
proceeding  before  the  Commission  or  any  court,  and  providing  that 
**such  facts  can  only  be  controverted  by  showing  a  subsequent  change  in 
condition,"  since  such  provision  must  be  construed  in  connection  with 
the  provision  of  the  same  statute  providing  for  revaluations  and  au- 
thorizing the  Commission  on  subsequent  investigation  to  "examine  any 
matters,"  whether  examined  before  or  not,  "which  may  change,  modify, 
or  affect  any  findings  of  fact  previously  made,"  for  the  reason  that  a 
construction  that  would  make  the  findings  of  the  Commission  conclu- 
sive evidence  of  the  facts  therein  stated  regarding  the  valuation  of  a 
utility's  plant  in  any  proceeding  before  the  Commission  or  any  court, 
and  between  the  Commission  and  persons  not  parties  to  the  proceeding, 
would  render  the  statute  unconstitutional  as  an  unlawful  invasion  of 
the  province  of  the  judiciary.  State  ex  rel.  Columbia  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  27  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  195  S.  W.  741). 

7.  Implied  authority  both  to  maintain  interstate  express  ratea  and 
to  raise  to  their  level  the  intrastate  rates  involved  was  giv«n  to  express 
companies  by  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  direct* 
ing  such  companies  to  remove  an  existing  discrimination  against  tB* 
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terstate  commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  rates  between  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  and  South  Dakota  points  than  for  substantially  equal  distances 
between  mich  South  Dakota  points  and  five  named  South  Dakota  cities, 
"where  the  report  of  the  Commission,  which  was  made  a  part  of  the 
order,  contains  a  finding  that  the  interstate  rates,  which  had  been  pre- 
scribed by  the  Commission,  were  not  shown  to  be  unreasonable.  Ameri- 
can Exp.  Co.  V.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  45  (8.  G. 
244  U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1352,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  656). 

8.  A  finding  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  that  interstate 
express  rates  between  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  and  South  Dakota  points  are 
reasonable,  made  when  ordering  the  express  companies  to  remove 
an  existing  discrimination  against  interstate  commerce  by  ceasing  to 
charge  higher  rates  between  such  points  than  for  substantially  equal 
distances  between  such  South  Dakota  points  and  five  named  cities  in 
that  state, — does  not  necessarily  imply  that  the  intrastate  rates  arc 
unreasonable.  American  Exp.  Co.  v.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  (U.  8.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  46  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1362,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
656). 

9.  An  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  directing  ex- 
press companies  to  remove  an  existing  discrimination  against  inter- 
state commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  rates  between  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  and  South  Dakota  points  than  for  substantially  equal  distances 
between  such  South  Dakota  points  and  five  named  South  Dakota  cities  is 
not  invalid  bepause  it  leaves  to  the  express  companies  a  discretion  to  de- 
trTmine  how  the  discrimination  shall  be  removed,  whether  by  lowering 
the  interstate  rates,  which  the  Commission  found  were  not  unreason- 
able, or  by  raising  the  intrastate  rates,  or  by  doing  both.  American 
Exp.  Co.  V.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  45  (S.  C.  244 
U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1352,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  656). 

10.  The  intrastate  rates  involved  in  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  directing  express  companies  to  remove  an  existing 
discrimination  against  interstate  commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher 
rates  between  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  and  South  Dakota  points  than  for  sub- 
stantially equal  distances  between  such  South  Dakota  points  and  five 
named  South  Dakota  cities  must  be  deemed  to  be  those  only  between 
the  five  named  cities  and  points  in  competitive  territory,  i.  e.,  those 
commercially  tributary  both  to  the  five  cities  and  to  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 
in  view  of  the  qualification  of  the  general  words  of  such  order  by  tlie 
clause,  "which  said  relation  of  rates  has  been  found  by  the  Commis- 
sion to  be  unjustly  discriminatory,"  and  of  the  report  of  the  Commis- 
sion, made  a  part  of  the  order,  which  makes  it  clear  that  the  order 
applied  only  to  competitive  territory  in  the  southeastern  section  of 
South  Dakota.     American  Exp.  Co.  v.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell   (U.  S.) 

'  P.U.R.1917F,  46  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1352,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
656). 

11.  An  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  requiring  a 
carrier  to  cease  collecting  higher  rates  on  interstate  movements  from 
a  certain  city  to  points  in  another  state  than  were  charged  on  move- 
ments within  that  state,  witiiout  designating  the  territory  to  which  its 
order  should  apply,  must  be  construed  as  requiring  the  carrier  to  estab- 
lish before  the  state  Commission  or  a  court  the  unreasonableness  of  the 
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intrastate  rates,  and  have  the  Commission  or  court  prescribe  the  ter- 
ritory to  which  the  new  rates  should  apply,  rather  than  as  authorizing 
the  carrier  to  select  the  territory  to  which  the  order  should  apply. 
State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  v.  American  Exp.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  471 
(S.  C.  38  S.  D.  227,  161  N.  W.  132). 

ORDINANCES. 

Generally  see  Municipalities. 

Necessity  of  certificate  to  operate  under  franchise  renewed  by 
ordinance  effective  after  passage  of  Public  Utilities  Act,  see 
Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  9. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  ordinance  passed  after  effective  date  of 
Public  Utilities  Act  where  utility  had  prior  charter  to  occupy 
street,  see  Cebtificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  10. 

Jurisdiction  of  South  Dakota  Commission  to  enforce  municipal  or- 
dinance relative  to  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines,  see 
Commissions,  11. 

Compliance  with  ordinance  for  repair  of  street  paving,  see  Stbeet 
Railways,  2. 

OREGON. 

What  constitutes  "proposed"  public  service  company  imdcr  statutes 
of,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Xeckssitt,  14. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  constitutionality  of 
statute,  see  Commissions,  15. 

Permission  of  Commission  not  required  for  mere  alteration  or  im- 
provement of  highway  crossing,  see  Crossings,  1. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  elimination  of  grade  crossings,  see 
Crossings,  10. 

Failure  to  file  a  statement  of  valuation,  as  affecting  validity  of  or- 
der fixing  rates,  see  Orders,  3. 

Discretion  of  Commission  as  to  dismissing  complaint  upon  stipula- 
tion by  the  parties,  see  Procedure,  1. 

Power  of  Coi&mission  to  fix  rates  for  purely  municipal  purposes,  see 
Rates,  14. 

Power  of  state  to  authorize  administrative  Commission  to  revise 
rates  fixed  by  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  40. 

ORGANIZATION  EXPENSES. 

As  overhead  charges,  see  Valuation,  117,  119-126,  176. 

ORIGINAL  CAPITAL. 

Definition  of  original  capital  as  used  in  Uniform  System  of  Ac- 
counts,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  450. 

ORIGINAL  OOST. 

Consideration   of  depreciation    in   ascertaining  original   cost,   see 

Valuation,  16. 
As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  31-33,  36-43,  79, 
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Aflcertainmeiit  of,  lee  Valuation,  80-89. 

Ckmsideration  of  working  capital  in  ascertaining,  see  Valuation, 
311. 

OTHER  IHTAHOIBI.E  PROPERTY. 

Book  entry  for  stock  premium  paid  upon  merging  of  holding  and 
operating  company,  see  Accounting,  2. 

OUT-OF-POCKET  COSTS. 

Reasonableness  of  order  requiring  restoration  of  train  not  tested 
solely  by  out-of-pocket  costs,  see  Service,  79. 

Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  revenues,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  559. 

OUTPUT  COST. 

Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  revenue,  P.U.R.1917D,  p. 
559. 

OVERCHARGES. 

Reparation  on  account  of,  see  Reparation. 

OVERHEAD  EXPENSES. 

Depreciation  of,  see  Depreciation,  8-10. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  108-180. 

OWKER. 

Single  bill  to  owner  of  buildings  supplied  from  one  service,  see 

Discrimination,  60. 
Reduced  rates  to  owners  of  equipment,  see  Discrimination,  51,  52. 

OWKSRSHIP. 

Payment  for  telephone  instrument  as  affecting  sole  ownership  neces- 
sary to  effect  a  sale  of  the  line,  see  Consolidation,  Mkboer, 
AND  Sale,  2. 

Dismissal  of  complaint  against  discontinuance  of  service  upon 
change  of  ownership  of  property,  see  Parties,  8. 

Determination  of  ownership  of  property  in  a  rate  proceeding,  see 
Rates,  52. 

Of  meters  and  other  service  accessories  generally,  see  Service,  110- 
120. 

Valuation  of  met^s  installed  by  consumers,  see  Valuation,  214. 

Valuation  of  property  not  owned  by  utility,  see  Valuation,  279- 
284. 

Rules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  ownership  of  water  meters,  P.U.R.1917C, 
p.  247. 

PAPER  RATE. 

No  locality  discrimination  in  mere  paper  rate,  see  Discrimination, 
18. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 17. 
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PARALLEL  LIKES. 

Construction  of  high  tension  lines  parallel  to  other  lines,  see  Elec- 
TBICITY,  11. 

Illinois  rules  for  construction  of  supply  syst^DB  and  signal  systems 
in  parallel  lines,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  878. 

PARENT  COMPANIES. 

Apportionment    of    expenses   ^here    subsidiary   railroad   has    not 

been  taken  over  as  part  of  the  system,  see  Apportionment,  23. 
Necessity  of  securing  Commission's  consent  for  purchase  by  parent 

company  of  bonds  of  subsidiary,  see  Inteecobpobate  Riela- 

TI0N8,  3. 
Effect  of  issuance  of  stock  dividends  by  subsidiary  companies  on 

right  of  latter  company  to  issue  securities  for  additions  and  ox* 

tensions,  see  Sbcubitt  Issxtes,  20. 

PARTIES. 

/.  Necessary  and  proper  parties  plaintiff,  i— 7. 
/J.  Necessary  and  proper  parties  defendant,  S'^IO, 

Time  for  making  objection  that  receiver  was  not  properly  before 

the  Commission,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  14,  15. 
Validity  of  order  as  to  service  in  proceedings  to  which  utility  is  not 

a  party,  see  Constitutional  Law,  4. 
Determining  question  as  to  abandonment  of  railroad  upon  petition 

of  company  as  well  as  on  petition  of  objecting  patrons,  see 

Pbocedube,  8. 
Proceedings  by  Commission  to  restrain  company  from  unlawfully 

transacting  the  business  of  a  public  utility,  see  Pbocedube,  11. 
Consideration  to  be  given  to  request  made  at  hearing  by  persons 

not  parties  and  not  mentioned  in  complaint,-  see  Tbial,  4. 
Conclusiveness  of  order  against  one  not  a  party  to  proceeding,  see 

Valuation,  69. 

Annotation  on  counties  as  proper  party  to  a  crossing  proceeding 
under  Wisconsin  statute,  P.U.R.1017D,  p.  383. 

J.  Necessary  and  proper  parties  plaintiff. 

1.  A  municipality  is  a  proper  party  complainant  against  alleged 
discrimination  in  charging  higher  telephone  rates  for  interexchange 
service  to  a  near-by  city  than  is  charged  for  such  service  in  other  lo- 
calities. Alhambra  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
031. 

2.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission,  in  the  absence  of  any  complaint 
by  the  municipal  authorities,  refused  to  act  upon  a  complaint  of  an 
individual  all^^g  that  the  utility  had  no  right  to  occupy  the  streets 
of  the  cHy  and  to  render  public  service,  where  it  appeared  that  the 
utility  had  been  rendering  service  for  many  years,  and  that  it  was 
incorporated  under  a  statute  authorizing  such  utilities  to  occupy  the 
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public  streets  to  render  public  service,  subject  to  such  regulatioDs  as  the 
city  might  adopt  in  regard  to  grades,  or  for  the  protection  or  con- 
venience of  the  public  travel.  Bunk  v.  Allentown-Bethlehem  Qas  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  911. 

3.  A  telephone  company,  affected  by  a  city  ordinance  requiring  the 
physical  connection  of  telephone  lines,  is  a  proper  party,  as  well  as  the 
city,  to  apply  for  its  enforcement  before  the  Commission.  Milbank  v. 
Dakota  Central  Teleph.  Co.  (8.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  808. 

4.  A  city  commercial  club  is  a  proper  party  to  a  proceeding 
to  compel  railroads  to  establish  and  maintain  track  connections  in  a  city 
under  the  South  Dakota  statute  (Sess.  Lawft  1911,  §  38,  chap.  207). 
Conunercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (8.  D.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
983. 

5.  A  stockholder  is  not  a  proper  party  to  file  a  petition  for  an  in- 
crease in  rates,  nor  to  file  a  complaint  against  the  utility's  failure  to 
provide  for  depreciation,  since  such  questions  must  be  presented  by  the 
company.  Kohner  v.  Mt.  Vernon  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  882. 

6.  A  bondholder  is  in  no  position  to  invoke  the  Federal  Anti-Trust 
Act  against  the^ enforcement  of  an  order  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion authorizing  a  telephone  company  to  purchase  the  securities  of  a 
competing  company,  where  he  has  shown  no  special  damage  resulting 
to  him  from  the  purchase  of  the  securities.  State  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission ex  rel.  Clow  v.  Romberg  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  365  (S.  C.  276  111. 
432,  114  N.  E.  191). 

7.  Utilities  cannot  question  the  validity  of  parts  of  the  Illinois 
Public  Utilities  Act  which  do  not  injure  them.  State  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ex  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago  k  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R 
1917B,  1046  (8.  C.  276  111.  666,  114  N.  W.  326). 

II.  Necessary  and  proper  parties  defendant. 

8.  A  complaint  that  a  utility  has  wrongfully  discontinued  service 
should  hs  dismissed  by  a  Commission  where,  pending  its  determinatioB, 
the  property  has  been  sold  and  the  purchaser  has  not  authorized  the 
former  owner  to  prosecute  or  continue  the  action.  Roach  v.  Danciger 
k  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  144. 

9.  The  fact  that  a  railway  company  is  the  sole  owner  of  the  stock 
of  an  electric  company  and  has  contractual  relations  with  it  does  not 
entitle  the  railway  company  to  become  a  party  respondent  in  an  inquiry 
as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  of  the  electric  company.  Re  Poto- 
mac Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917F,  70. 

10.  No  order  can  be  made  to  remedy  defective  service  on  rural  mu- 
tual lines  in  a  proceeding  against  the  owner  of  the  switchboard  in  which 
the  owners  of  the  rural  lines  have  not  been  made  parties.  Yogt  v. 
Linden  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  Q14. 

PARTNERSHIP. 

Signatures  to  application  by,  see  PlvadinC)  3* 
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PABTT  LINES. 

Party  line  service  by  telephones,  see  Suviob,  265-267. 

PAS8EHOEM. 

See  generally  Consumbbs  and  Patbons;  Ratbb,  100-195b;  Sebviob, 

201-209a. 
Apportionment  as  between  freight  and  passenger  traffic,  see  Appob- 

TIONMENT,  9-18,  25-27. 
Order  requiring  restoration  of  passenger  train  service  as  taking 

property  without  compensation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 
Penalty  for  failure  to  hold  train  until  passenger  buys  ticket,  s^ 

Rates,  195a. 
Duty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  without  ticket  that  he  may 

purchase  one  at  next  station,  cee  Rates,  195b. 
Minimum   charge  for  exceau   baggage   rather   than   percentage  of 

passenger  fares,  see  Rates,  197,  200. 
Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  fixing  passenger  rates,  see 

Return,  16-18. 
Carriage  of  express  on  passenger  trains,  see  Sebvioe,  158-1  GO. 

PASSES. 

Free  passes  to  public  officers  as  compensation  or  fees,  see  Di8- 
ceimination,  89,  90. 

PATENTS. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  420,  421. 

PATROirS. 

See  Consumbbs  and  Patbons. 

PAVEMEMT  OVER  MAIMS. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  136,  193-203. 

PAVING. 

Power  of  Washington  Commission  to  relieve  street  railways  from 
franchise  obligations  to  pave  street,  sec  Commissi oxs,  29. 

Rate  for  water  used  in  mixing  paving  concrete,  see  Rates,  292. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  street  railways  to  repair  street 
paving,  see  Skbvicb,  52. 

Compliance  with  ordinance  for  repair  of  street  paving,  see  Stbbbt 
Railways,  2. 

PAYMENT. 

/.  In  general,  X. 
II,  Advance  payments,  2,  8. 
Ill,  Discount  far  prompt  payment,  4^16, 
a.  In  general,  4—6. 
h,  An%ount  of  discount,  7— iH. 
IV,  Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  17,  18, 
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F.  Deposit  on  ffwtrantyf  19-'-2S. 
a.  Amount  of  deposit ^  19^^23, 
h.  Interest  on  deposits,  94,  26. 
VI.  Cutting  off  service,  23-^2. 
VII.  Baling  period,  33. 

I.  In  general. 

Apportionment  of  loss  from  uncollectable  bills,  see  Apportionment,  4. 

Discrimination  as  to  payment,  see  Discrimination,  III. 

Separate  payment  by  water  consumers  in  buildings  supplied  through 

one  connection,  see  Rates,  292. 
Right  to  set  off  undercharge  for  service  furnished  to  one  property  in 

proceeding  to  recover  overcharge  for  service  furnished  a  separate 

property,  see  Reparation,  13. 
Failure  to  protest  at  time  of  payment  as  affecting  right  to  reparation 

of  overcharges  for  transportation  of  goods,  see  Reparation,  15. 
Failure  to  render  minimum  bill   during  vacation   period  as  excusing 

school  from  payment  of  minimum  charge,  see  Service,  08. 
Telephone  to  be  installed  in  postoffice,  although  applicant  refuses  to 

pay  arrears,  see  Service,  271. 
Rules  of  New  Jersey  Commission  as  to,  see  Service,  289. 
Time  of  payment   considered   in   allowance   for  working   capital,   see 

Valuation,  332. 

Rules  governing  payment  of  telephone  switching  charges,  P.U.R. 
1917B,  p.  377. 

Rules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  bills  for  water  service,  P.U.R.1917C,  p. 
250. 

Annotation  on  disposition  of  counterfeit  currency  and  unclaimed 
five-dollar  gold  pieces  found  in  guaranteed  pay-station  telephones^ 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  453. 

1.  One  physician's  claim  for  professional  services  against  another 
who  owns  a  telephone  system  cannot  be  offset  against  telephone  charges. 
Thompson  v.  Wittinberg  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917A,  116. 

//.  Advunce  payments. 

Rules  requiring  advance  payment  of  telephone  rentah  for  new  rural 
and  city  installations,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  377. 

2.  The  practice  of  collecting  minimum  bills  for  the  quarter  at  the 
beginning  of  the  quarter  should  be  discontinued  as  inequitable.  Pine 
Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679 
(S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

:5.  It  is  unreasonable  to  require  payment  of  telephone  charges 
from  rural  line  subscribers  annually  in  advance.  Re  Estelline  Teleph. 
&  Electric  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,'l51. 

Ill,  Discount  for  prompt  payment, 

a.  In  general. 

Monthly  discounts  for  prompt  payment,  see  Rates,  166. 
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Annotation  on  discount  for  prompt  payment,  P.U.R.10irD»  p.  452. 
Annotation  on  discount  and  added  penalty,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  165. 

4.  Discounts  for  prompt  payment  are  a  desirable  feature  of  a  rate 
schedule  so  long  as  the  difference  between  the  gross  and  net  rates  is 
not  so  high  as  to  be  unreasonably  burdensome  to  those  who  find  it 
impossible  to  pay  when  the  rental  becomes  due.  Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)    P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

5.  Allowing  a  discount  from  the  regular  moTithly  rental,  where 
payment  is  made  on  or  before  a  certain  date,  is  reasonable,  as  it  tends 
to  diminish  collection  expenses  and  loses  from  unpaid  rentals,  and  to 
lighten  the  burden  upon  the  patron  who  pays  promptly.  Re  Mississippi 
Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  368. 

6.  A  municipality  should  not  lose  the  discount  for  prompt  pay- 
ment, where  the  bill  for  service  was  not  paid  within  the  specified  time 
because  of  a  reasonable  misunderstanding  as  to  the  meaning  of  an  order 
of  the  Commission  fixing  the  rates.  St.  Clair  County  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v. 
Belleville  (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  215. 

h.  Amount  of  discount, 

7.  A  rule  of  an  electric  utility  providing  for  a  discount  for  prompt 
payment  of  monthly  bills  varying  from  2  cents  to  4  cents  per  kilowatt 
hour  according  to  the  amount  of  current  consumed  is  reasonable. 
Stevenson  v.  Abington  Electric  O).  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,  449. 

8.  A  discount  of  at  lease  5  per  cent  for  prompt  payment  of  electric 
bills  was  prescribed,  with  an  option  to  the  utility  to  continue  a  10  per 
cent  discount.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
728. 

9.  A  natural  gas  rate  subject  to  a  prompt-payment  discount  of  2 
cents  per  M  cubic  feet  was  preferred  to  a  higher  rate  subject  to  a  dis- 
count of  5  cents  which  would  make  the  same  net  charge.  Re  Mont- 
gomery Gas  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917C,  924. 

10.  Telephone  rates  may  be  increased  15  cents  a  month  to  provide 
for  a  similar  discount  for  prompt  payment,  where  the  delinquency  of 
a  substantial  number  of  subscribers  requires  the  borrowing  of  money  to 
meet  financial  necessities.  Anderson  v.  Clinton  County  Teleph.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  31. 

10a.  The  practice  of  a  telephone  company  of  fixing  a  gross  rate  and 
giving  a  discount  of  25  cents  per  month  for  prompt  payment  is  rea- 
sonable.   Re  Kearney  Teleph.  Co.  P.U.R.1917D,  402. 

11.  A  discount  of  25  cents  per  month  for  the  prompt  payment  of 
telephone  bills  was  held  reasonable.  Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

12.  A  telephone  company,  having  considerable  difficulty  in  making 
collections,  was  authorized  to  add  25  cents  to  monthly  bills  of  city 
subscribers,  the  same  to  be  discounted  on  bills  paid  during  the  month 
in  which  service  was  rendered,  and  to  add  75  cents  to  quarterly  bills 
of  rural  subscribers  subject  to  a  discount  of  75  cents  if  paid  during 
the  first  month,  50  cents  if  paid  during  the  second  month,  and  25  centa 
if  paid  during  the  third  month,  of  the  quarter  in  which  service  was 
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rrudered.     Sparta  v.  Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.   (Wia.)   P.U.R.1917C, 
507. 

13.  A  telephone  company  having  difficulty  in  collecting  its.  rural 
line  rentals  was  authorized  to  increase  its  rates  25  cents  per  month  and 
to  allow  a  discount  in  like  amount  where  the  rental  was  paid  quarterly 
in  advance.  Re  Estelline  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
151. 

14.  A  rurr.l  telephone  company  whose  annual  rental  was  $12  was 
authorized  to  render  its  bills  quarterly  in  advance  at  a  gross  rate  of 

.  $3.75  per  quarter,  with  a  discount  of  75  cents,  50  cents,  and  25  cents 
*  for  bills  paid  the  first,  second,  and  third  months  of  the  quarter,  re- 
spectively, and  to  charge  the  total  gross  amount  if  not  paid  by  the 
end  of  the  quarter.     Re  Tamarack   Teleph.   Cq.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1917E, 
640. 

15.  A  water  company  rendering  bills  semiannually  was  ordered  to 
allow  a  discount  of  5  per  cent  on  all  bills  over  $5,  the  lowest  minimum, 
if  paid  within  ten  days  after  they  are  due.  Re  Warwood  Water  & 
Light  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917C,  329. 

16.  In  establishing  water  rates  the  Illinois  Commission  added  to 
the  net  rate  an  amount  equivalent  to  a  10  per  cent  discount  to  be  al- 
lowed whenever  consumers  paid  their  bills  in  accordance  with  the  dis- 
count clause.    Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1017C,  838. 

IV,  Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  promptly. 

Annotation  on  penalty  for  delinquent  consumer,  P.U.R.1917D,  p. 
s52. 

17.  The  Missouri  Commission  disapproved  an  electric  rate  provid- 
ing for  a  penalty  of  10  per  cent  for  failure  to  pay  monthly  bills  on  or 
before  the  10th  day  of  the  month.  Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat 
&  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  346). 

18.  A  rule  of  a  water  utility  providing  for  payment  every  six 
months,  requiring  bills -to  be  presented  after  water  has  been  furnished 
for  three  months,  and  adding  a  penalty  of  5  per  cent  if  not  paid  within 
thirty  days  after  presentment,  does  not  require  payment  to  be  made  in 
advance  of  the  service  rendered,  and  is  not  unreasonable,  since  it  per- 
mits the  consumer  to  receive  water  for  four  months,  without  paying 
anything  additional.  Wise  v.  West  Reading  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  787. 

F.  Deposit  on  guaranty.  ^ 

Subecriber's  deposits  considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital,  see 
Valuation,  323,  324. 

Annotation  on  requiring  deposit  as  security  for  payment,  P.U.R. 
1017D,  p.  452. 

a.  Amount  of  deposit, 

19.  In  Illinois,  a  consumer  will  not  be  required  to  make  a  cash  de- 
posit to  insure  the  prompt  payment  of  bills,  until  the  utility  has  filed 
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and  the  Commiseion  has  approved  complete  nondiscriminatory  rules 
and  regulations  governing  the  terms  and  conditions  of  such  deposits. 
Cook  V.  Public  Service  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917E,  53. 

20.  The  Missouri  Commission  disapproved  a  rule  of  an  electric 
utility  requiring  consumers  not  property  owners  to  deposit  $5  for  resi- 
dence lighting  and  $10  for  business  lightir^,  upon  which  the  utility 
was  required  to  pay  interest  after  one  year  at  5  per  cent,  on  the 
ground  that  the  deposits  should  not  exceed  an  estimated  bill  covering 
one  billing  period  plus  thirty  days,  and  that  interest  should  be  paid 
at  6  per  cent  per  annum,  payable  annually,  on  return  of  the  deposit, 
or  at  3  per  cent,  if  deposits  are  kept  in  a  separate  trust  fund  to  con- 
form to  the  general  order  of  the  Commission  on  the  subject.  Thomas 
V.  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C. 
4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  346). 

21.  A  natural  gas  company  may  require  a  deposit  from  all  con- 
sumers equal  to  the  estimated  consumption  for  forty-five  days.  Re 
Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

22.  A  rule  providing  for  a  telephone  installation  charge  of  $3,  which 
is  to  be  credited  to  the  subscriber  if  the  service  is  continued  for  a 
year,  but  which  is  to  be  retained  as  an  additional  charge  if  service  is 
discontinued  before  the  expiration  of  a  year,  is  unreasonable,  either 
when  treated  as  security  for  payment,  for  failing  to  provide  for  interest, 
or  when  treated  as  a  charge  for  short-time  service.  State  ex  rel.  Colum- 
bia Teleph.  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  27  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — , 
195  S.  W.  741). 

23.  Meter  deposits  of  $5  for  each  consumer  which  in  .ures  payment 
of  bills  were  held  ample,  there  being  only  a  few  bills  exceeding  sucli 
amount.    Ke  Pulaski  Light  k  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  109. 

&.  Interest  on  deposits. 

See  also  supra,  20. 

Interest   on   consumers'   deposits   considered   for   working  capital,   see 
Valuation,  324. 

24.  Interest  should  be  paid  on  meter  deposits  which  insure  payment 
of  bills  where  a  return  is  allowed  on  the  meter  investment.  Re  Pulaski 
Light  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.li»i7x\,  109. 

25.  An  electric  company  should  pay  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per 
cent  en  easli  deposits  to  secure  payment  of  bills,  provided  service  is 
not  discontinued  within  twelve  months  from  the  date  of  taking  serv- 
ice; the  interest  to  be  computed  not  oftener  than  once,  a  year  and 
payable  upon  application  to  the  company;  and  the  deposit  to  be  re- 
turned when  the  depositor  establishes  his  credit  or  ceases  to  be  a  patron. 
Case  V.  Boonton  Electric  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  698. 

VI.  Cutting  off  service. 

Annotation  on  discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment  of  bills, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  452. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  complaint  against 
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discontinuance  of  water  service  for  nonpayment  of  bill  accruing  before 
Public  rtilities  Law,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  165. 

20.  A  natural  gas  company  may  cut  off  service  from  a  consumer  wlio 
fails  to  pay  his  bill  within  fifteen  days  from  its  rendition.  Re  Paw- 
huska  on  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.IDITD,  947. 

27.  A  rule  of  a  telephone  company  providing  for  discontinuance  of 
service  to  stockholders  whose  stock  ansessmenta  are  in  arrears  unless 
they  give  security  to  guarantee  payment  of  such  assessments  is 'rea- 
sonable.    Miles  V.  People's  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.)    P.U,R.1917F,  176    (S. 

,  C.  —  Wis.  — ,  163  N.  W.  652). 

28.  A  rule  permitting  a  water  company  to  shut  off  service  if  bills 
are  not  paid  within  sixty  days  is  reasonable.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley 
Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917E,  217. 

29.  A  rule  providing  for  turning  off  the  water  supply  for  nonpay- 
ment,  and  requiring,  as  a  condition  to  turning  on  again,  the  payment 
of  interest  charges,  together  with  the  actual  cost  of  turning  off  and  on, 
is  reasonable  although  no  provision  is  made  for  notice.  Bluefield  v. 
Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917E,  22. 

30.  A  water  utility  may  discontinue  service  for  nonpayment,  and 
impose  a  charge  of  $1  for  turning  on  the  water  after  it  has  been  dis- 
continued. Bradley  Beach  v.  Monmouth  County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

31.  Service  should  not  be  discontinued  for  nonpayment  where  there 
is  an  honest  dispute  as  to  the  amount  owed  and  the  consumer  is  finan- 
cially responsible.  Hirsh  v.  Plainfield-Union  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
1917  F,  38. 

32.  A  general  notice  of  discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment, 
contained  in  the  bill,  is  insufheient;  but  personal  notice  is  a  sufl&cient 
compliance  with  the  New  Jersey  Commission's  requirement  as  to  notice. 
Re  Hackensack  Wator  Co.  (X.  J.)   P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

VII.  Billing  period. 
See  also  supra,  3. 

33.  Quarterly  billing  is  preferable  to  monthly  billing  for  rural  con- 
sumers.   Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  647. 

PEACHES. 

Discrimination  in  freight  rat^  for,  see  Discbimi^'ation,  20. 
Railroad  freight  rates  on^  see  Rates,  254-256. 

PENAI.TIE8. 

See  Fines  and  Penalties, 

PENK8TLVANIA. 

Review  of  decisions  of  Commission  of,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  7. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  in  approving  municipal  ordinance  au- 
thorizing telephone  company  to  occupy  the  streets,  aee-  Com- 
missions, 5. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  determine  constitutionality  of  stat- 
ute, see  Commissions,  13. 
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Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  abate  unnecessary 
smoke  and  noise  in  train  operation,  see  Commissions,  32. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  approving  sale  of  utility's  property  for 
securities  issued  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  property,  see  Con- 
solidation, MXBGEB,  AND  SaLE,  14. 

Contracts  between  municipality  and  public  utility  as  affecting 
power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  65. 

Free  service  as  unlawful  discrimination  under  Pennsylvania  stat- 
ute, see  Discrimination,  1. 

What  constitutes  control  through  stock  ownership  imder  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  agreement  between  utilities  rela- 
tive to  furnishing  service  in  particular  territory,  see  Monop- 
oly AND  Competition,  8. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  duplication  of  facilities,  see  Monopoly 
AND  Competition,  10. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  municipal  plant,  operating  in  com- 
petition with  public  utility,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition, 
32. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  Commissioner  of  health  for  plan  of  city 
water  plant  before  action  by  Pennsylvania  Commission,  see 
Procedure,  6. 

Automobile  operated  for  carrying  passengers  as  public  utility,  un- 
der Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  27. 

Carriage  and  disposal  of  slag  from  mills  and  furnaces  as  public 
service  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  28. 

Sufficiency  of  notice  of  proposed  changes  in  rates  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Rates,  48. 

Approval  of  contract  for  street  lighting,  see  Rates,  53,  54. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  as  to  extension  of  street  rail- 
way service  regardless  of  charier  provision  as  to  procuring 
consent  of  local  authorities,  see  Service,  12,  13. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  company  to  con- 
struct branch  road  or  switch,  see  Service,  37. 

Statutory  power  of  Commission  over  construction  of  switches  or 
Hidetraeks,  sec  Service,  50. 

Right  of  water  company  under  Pennsylvania  statute  to  extend  serv- 
ice into  adjacent  territory,  see  Service,  61. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  requiring  physical  connection  of  tele- 
phones, see  Service,  280. 

Consideration  of  evidence  by  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  before 
arriving  at  fair  value  of  property,  see  Valuation,  34. 

PENSIONS. 

Payment  of  bonuses  and  pensions  to  employees,  see  Rttubn,  166. 

PER  DIEM. 

Per  diem  charge  to  shippers  without  free  ti*ne  for  steam  railroad 
cars  hauled  by  electric  railroad,  rs  within  jurisdiction  of 
Maine  Commission,  see  Commissions,  41. 
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JuriBdietion  of  3Caine  Commission  over  contract  providing  for  per 
diem  charge  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  electric  rail- 
way to  shipper's  track,  see  Cohstitutioital  Law,  64. 

Ptr  diem  charge  to  shipper  for  tteam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  elec- 
tric railway,  see  Ra»,  241-243. 

VBBISHABIS  CK>OIMi. 

Delivery  of,  by  express  company,  see  Smviot,  161« 

WKBMANmn  TMPnOVBMXMTM. 

See  BmoucKNTS. 

FERMANENT  lHJUllCTIOir. 

See  IwjuifCTiON. 


See  also  FIunchibes.  » 

Furnishing  current  to  mill  through  mill  conduit  in  street  under 
permit  to  excavate  in  street,  see  Fbanchibbs,  5. 

PEmSON. 

City  or  county  as  person  or  corporation  under  Florida  Anti-dis- 
crimination Statute,  see  DiscBiMiNAnON,  39a. 

FETITIOM. 

As  pleading,  see  Pleading. 

FHIUPPIIIE  IBULNim. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  constitutionality  of  stat* 
ute,  see  Cohmissions,  14. 

Power  of  Commission  to  protect  automobile  carriers  from  com- 
petition, see  MoNOPOLT  and  CoMPErrnoN,  7. 

Steamboat  as  public  utility,  under  Philippine  statute,  see  Publio 
Utiutibs,  25. 

PHT8ICAI.  CONNECTIONS. 

Jurisdiction  of  South  Dakota  Commission  to  eaforee  munf?iprJ  or- 
dinance relative  to  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines,  see 
Commissions,  11. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oregon  Commission  to  pass  on  constitutionality  of 
statutes  relative  to  pliysical  connection  of  telephone  lines,  see 
Commissions,  15. 

Advantage  of  consolidation  of  telephones  over  intereha^'ge  of  serv- 
ice, see  Con  SCUD  ATioN,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  10. 

Validity  of  statute  requiring  track  connections  for  interchange  of 
cars  between  railroads,  see  Constitutional  Law,  24. 

Requiring  physical  connection  between  competing  telephone  lines 
as  denial  of  constitutional  rights,  see  Constitutional  Lav, 
26,  27 
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Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  order  physical  connection  of 
telephone  lines  as  affected  by  contracts,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  73. 

Estoppel  by  acceptance  of  telephone  franchise  to  ask  increase  in 
rates  upon  furnishing  physical  oonnectioni  see  Estoppel,  5. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  order  requiring  physical 
connection  of  telephone,  see  Evidenob^  2. 

Preserving  competitive  status  between  t^ephones  upon  ordering 
physical  cornection,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  5. 

Extension  of  telephone  line  into  occupied  territory  not  neeeasary 
where  physier.l  connection  between  the  companies  exist,  see 
Monopoly  and  Compeiition,  43. 

Physical  connections  between  telephone  systems  rather  than  exten- 
sion into  occupied  territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Compbtition, 
46. 

Telephone  company  as  proper  party  to  apply  for  enforcement  d 
mvnicipal  (ordinance,  requiring  physical  coniiection  of  tele- 
phone lines,  see  Pabtibs,  3. 

Commercial  club  as  proper  party*  to  proceeding  to  compel  railroad 
to  establish  physical  connection,  see  Pabties,  4. 

Kates  on  ordering  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  Rjoxfl, 
283,  284. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commiasion  over  physical  connection  of  telephones, 
see  Service,  34. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  physical  connection  between  ta&h 
roads,  see  Service,  35-37. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Main**  statute  to  require  phys- 
ical connection  between  steam  railroads  and  electric  railroads^ 
see  Sebviob,  38. 

Of  railroads,  see  Service,  223-227. 

Telephone  service  by  means  of,  see  Service,  272-286. 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  physical  connection  between  two  tele- 
phone systems,  see  Telbthoneb,  4. 

Expense  of  connecting  track  between  railroads  as  chargeable  to 
capital,  see  Valuation,  215. 

PHT8ICAI.  DEPRECIATION. 

Definition  of,  see  Depreciation,  6. 

PHT8ICIAN8. 

Discrimination  in  low  telephone  rate  to,  see  Discrimination,  34. 

phxars. 

Allowance  for  value  of  coal  pillars,  supporting  land  where  water 
pipes  are  laid,  see  Valuation,  281. 

PIIX>T8. 

Protection  on  electric  cars,  see  Interurban  Railways,  2. 
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PIPE  LINES. 

Rules  relative  to  reports  of  pipe  line  companieB  as  to  amonnt  of 
oil  and  gas  received,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  368. 

PIPES. 

See  Mains  and  Pipes. 

PLANS. 

For  remodeling  old  cars,  see  Intebuman  Railways,  3. 

PLANT  ACCOUNT. 

Deduction  from  plant  account  of  excess  value  of  stock  over  assets, 
see  Valuation,  69. 

PLANT  DEVELOPICENT  EXPENSE. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  361. 

PLANT  FACILITIES. 

Right  of  corporation  authorized  to  operate  railroad  to  convert  road 
into  industrial  line  or  plant  facility,  see  Public  Utilities,  2. 

Railroad  ON^ned  by  industry  as  carrier  entitled  to  joint  rate,  see 
Public  Utilities,  10. 

PLEADING. 

/.  Complaints  and  petitions,   1*4. 
//.  Answers  and  cross  hiUs,  5,  6, 

Validity  of  order  which  is  broader  than  the  issues  raised  by  the  plead- 
ing and  evidence,  see  Obdebs,  2. 

1.  Complaints  and  petitions. 

Scope  of  investigation  under  oompktiBt  alleging  exeessive  and  dis> 
criminatory  rates,  see  Pbocedubs,  7. 

Issues  upon  complaint  agttinst  service  due  to  lack  of  facilities,  see- 
Teial,  1. 

Allegation  in  complaint  as  affecting  consideration  to  be  given  to  evi- 
dence, see  Tbial,  2. 

Oontentien  for  punishment  for  violation  of  Commission  order  not  en- 
tertained in  absence  of  allegation  in  complaint,  see  Trial,  3. 

Consideration  to  be  given  to  request  made  at  hearing  by  persons  not 
parties  and  not  mentioned  in  complaint,  see  Trial,  4. 

1.  A  complaint  as  to  inadcquato  service  is  not  rendered  insufficient 
merely  because  of  the  fact  that  it  fails  to  show  special  or  direct  dam- 
age to  a  complainant.  East  Denver  Business  &  Property  Asso.  v.  Denver 
Tramway  Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.IOHC,  206. 

2.  A  complaint  against  a  railroad  which  shows  clearly  what  the 
ref^ulations,  charges,  and  conditions  imposed  upon  the  complainant  in 
conovction  with  the  receipt  and  unloading  of  freight  cars  are,  and  that 
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their  legality  and  reasonableness  are  challenged,  is  sufficient  on  de-* 
murrer.  Public  Utilities  Conunission  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917F/482. 

3.  The  signature  to  an  application  to  the  Virginia  Corporation 
Commission  on  behalf  of  a  partnership  should  be  by  the  members  of 
the  firm  or  by  its  duly  authorized  agent.  Re  Tidewater  k  W.  R.  Co. 
(Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  798. 

4.  A  petition  for  rehearing  should  contain  specific  references  to  the 
testimony  and  the  authorities  bearing  thereon,  rather  than  mere  general 
allegations  expressing  petitioners'  view  with  casual  or  no  reference  to 
the  authorities;  and  should  not  bo  based  on  sentenees  taken  from  their 
context  without  reference  to  the  remaining  part.  Re  Los  Angeles  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  454. 

77.  Anmrers  and  tsrosB  hillc, 

5.  It  is  unnecessary  for  a  city  to  file  ''objections  and  protest*'  to 
a  proposed  increase  in  natural  gas  rates,  since  the  utility  has  the  bur- 
den of  establishing  the  reasonableness  of  the  increase.  He  Richmond 
Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  300. 

6.  A  cross  bill  by  a  natural  gas  distributing  company  to  enjoin, 
as  confiscatory,  a  Commission  order  fixing  the  amount  a  transmission 
company  shall  be  paid  for  gas,  cannot  be  entertained  in  a  suit  by  the 
receiver  of  the  transmission  company  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  al- 
leged confiscatory  rates  fixed  for  it  by  Commissions.  Landosi  v.  Publie 
Utilities  Conunission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234  Fed.  162). 

PLimBIHO. 

Rule  of  water  utility  requiring  plumbers  to  furnish  bond  and  secure 
license  from  utiUty,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  629. 

POLES. 

See  also  Wibbs  and  Gabus. 

Apportionment  where  poles  are  used  by  electric  and  telephone  de- 
partments of  utility,  see  Afpobtionmint,  61. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  compel  payment  of  munici- 
pal taxes  for  poles  occupying  city  streets,  see  Ck>M missions,  36 

Order  requiring  removal  of  high  tension  electric  poles  to  eliminate 
interference  with  telegraph  lines  as  denial  of  due  proeeee*  aee 
Constitutional  Law,  3. 

Free  service  to  city  for  permitting  electric  poles  to  occupy  puhlie 
places  as  unlawful  discrimination,  see  DisoBiMiNATiONy  133. 

Use  of  railroad  right  of  way  for  electrical  line,  see  IirrsBOOBFQEATB 
Relations,  7. 

Valuation  of  land  used  in  part  as  pole  yard,  see  Valuation,  241. 

Illinois  rules  for  electrical  construction  for  jointly  used  pole  lines^ 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  872. 

1.  An  ordinance  requiring  the  removal  of  telephone  poles  from  main 
streets  is  reasonable  where  compliance  will  not  impair  adequate  service 
and  the  expense  can  be  met  by  an  adjustment  of  rates.  Re  Ashland 
Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  620. 
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2.  The  eii forcemeat  of  an  ordinance  requiring  the  removal  of  tele- 
phone poles  from  streets  would  be  unreasonable  where  the  existing  alleys 
are  not  extensive  enough  to  provide  for  the  poles,  and  the  securing  of 
a  private  right  of  way  would  be  unsatisfactory.  Re  Ashland  Home 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  620. 

POUCE  AI.ARM. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of,  on  wood  poles  carrying  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  par- 
ties, P.U.R.1917C,  p.  943. 

POUGE  OFFICERS. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of 
charge  police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of 
police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  79. 

POLICE  POWERS. 

Establishing  through  rates  with  milling-in-transit  privile<^e  as, 
abuse  to  police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  13,  H. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of 
charge  police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of 
police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  79. 

POUCT. 

Of  Commissions  as  to  contract  made  by  the  utility,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  46,  47. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  rate  contracts  made  with  consumers, 
see  CoNSTiTunoNAL  Law,  62. 

Policy  of  Georgia  as  to  competition  between  utilities,  see  Ratks, 
IL 

Policy  of  Missouri  Commission  as  to  interfering  with  muidcfpal 
authorities  in  flxisg  rates  for  munieipal  plants,  tee  Ratss,  67. 

PORTABI.E  EUBVATORS. 

See  EixvATOBS. 

PORTARUS  UfDICATnrO  STAKDARDS. 

Rules  relative  to,  for  testing  electric  watt-hour  m^t^s,  P.U.R« 
1917E,  p.  362. 

PORTARUB  ROTATING  STANDARDS. 

Rules  relative  to,  for  testing  electric  watt-hour  meters,  P.U.R, 
1917E,  p.  362. 

PORTS. 

Rates  to  interior  points  not  to  be  made  unreasonably  high  to  equal- 
ize lake  port  rates,  see  Rates,  207. 

POSTOFFICE. 

Telephone  to  be  established  in  postoffice,  see  Service,  271. 
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POWBEB. 

Power  of  Illinois  to  require  removal  of  powder  maganne  by  rail- 
road operating  coal  mines  in  violation  of  Mining  Law,  see  Com- 
missions, 33. 

POWEB. 

Commission  fixing  level  for  water  as  invasion  of  legislative  or  jndi- 
cial  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  78. 

Lower  rates  for  electricity  for  power  than  for  lighting  as  unlawful 
discrimination,  see  Discbimination,  .81. 

Purchase  of,  by  one  utility  from  another,  see  Intercorpobate  Re- 
lations, 6. 

Cooking  and  heating  to  be  given  more  favorable  rates  thui  power, 
see  Rates,  140. 

Electric  rates  for,  see  Rates,  157,  160. 

POWEB8. 

Of  Commission,  see  Commissions. 

Delegation  of,  see  Constitutional  Law,  74-77. 

PREFEBENCE. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  give  preference  to  domestic  con- 
sumers in  case  of  shortage  of  supply,  see  SmviOE,  178*- 

PBEFEBBED  STOCK. 

See  generally  Stock. 

Allowance  for  discount  on,  in  valuation  proeeedings,  aee  Valuation, 
188. 

PREFIXES. 

Right  of  telephone  company  to  regulate  telephone  prefixes,  see  Sebv- 
ICE,  268,  269. 

PBEUMIHABT  IHJUHCTIOK. 

See  Injunction. 

PBEMIUMS. 

Book  entry  for  stock  premium  paid  upon  merging  of  holding  and 
operating  company,  see  Accounting,  2. 

PBEPATMEKT. 

Prepayment  for  service,  see  Payments,  2,  3. 

PBEPATMEKT  METEBS. 

See  Metebs. 

PBESCBIPTIVE  BIOHT. 

Allowance  for  prescriptive  right  to  water,  see  Valuation,  426. 
Of  flowage»  see  Watebs  and  Wateb  Rights,  2. 
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PBESEKT  NEEDS. 

CoBsideration  of  investment  in  excess  of,  see  Valuation,  243,  244, 
249,  254-261. 

FRESEKT  VALUE. 

As  bftsia  of  valuation,  see  Valuation,  2,  3. 

PRESIDENT. 

Salary  of  president  of  railroad  as  excessive,  see  Rxtvkn^  i36. 

PRESIDING  OFPICER. 

Failure  of  presiding  officer  of  senate  to  sign  bill  as  affecting  valid- 
ity of  statute,  see  Statutes,  1. 

PRESSURE. 

In  water  mains,  see  Service,  293,  294. 

PRESUMPTIONS. 

See  Evidence. 

PRIMA  FACIE. 

Prima  facie  reasonableness  of  order  of  Commission,  see  Appeal 

AND  Review,  17-19,  21,  23,  24. 
Statutory  provision  that  order  of  Ck>mmi8sion  shall  be  prima  facie 

correct  as  violating  due  process  clause,  see  Constitutional 

Law,  10,  11. 

PRINTING. 

Cost  of,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  137. 

PRIOR  ULW. 

Necessity  of  certificate  or  franchise  for  extension  over  private  right 
of  way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California  Public 
Utilities  Act,  see  Monopoly  and  CoMPrrrnoN,  18. 

PRIVATE  RUSINESS. 

Operation  of,  as  to  conj^titute  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utili- 
ties, 10-13. 

Consideration  of  profit  of,  in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of  re- 
turn, «ee  Retubn,  53. 

PRIVATE  CROSSINGS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  construct,  sec 

Cbossings,  9. 
Construction  of,  see  Cbossings,  29,  30. 

PRIVATE  FIRE  PROTECTION. 

See  FiBE  Pbotection. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 18. 
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PRIVATE  OAUf. 

Rate  conoeseions  to  institutions  not  conducted  for,  sec  DuoiiiJiNA* 
TION,  36. 

PRIVATE  PLAKT. 

Profits  of  municipal  plant  not  necessarily  as  large  as  those  of  priv- 
ate plants,  see  Return,  28. 

PRIVATE  PROPERTY. 

Running  electric  line  over  private  property  free  of  charge  as  dis- 
crimination, see  Discrimination,  120. 

Necessity  of  certificate  or  franchise  for  extension  over  private 
right  of  way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California 
Public  Utilities  Act,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  18. 

Protection  of  utility  operating  only  on  private  lands  although  il 
does  not  have  franchise,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  23. 

Operation  of  interurban  cars  over  private  right  of  way  as  factor  in 
fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  167. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  construct  side* 
track  over,  see  Service,  37. 

Valuation  of  rights  of  way  on  private  property,  see  Valuation,  411. 

PRIVATE- TEL^PKOKB  UHB. 

Consideration  of  cost  of  service  in  fixing  ratec  for,  see  Rates,  120. 

PRIVATE  miE. 

Taking  of  property  for,  see  Eminbnt  Domain. 

PROCEDURE. 

/.  In  general,  1~'12, 
II,  When  furtediction  of  CommisMon  is  quesiianed,  '18,  14. 

J.  In  generot. 

See  also  Trial. 

Right  of  court  to  set  aside  order  as  against  evidence  ^thimt  grant- 
ing rehearing,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  2. 

Effect  of  technical  error  on  application  for  certificate,  see  Certificatb 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  2. 

Time  for  passing  upon  applications,  see  Commissions,  2. 

Rule  that  administrative  bodies  need  not  determine  jurisdiction  before 
passing  upon  merits,  see  Commissions,  3. 

Necessity  of  authorizing  city  to  buy  upon  application  of  utility  for 
authority  to  sell  and  of  city  to  purchase,  see  Consoudation,  Mer- 
ger AND  Sale,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  in  security  issues  proceeding,  to  require  change 
in  accounting  system  and  depreciation  basis,  see  DErRECiAXiON,  5. 

Sufficiency  of  description  of  waterworks  property  in  municipal  acqni. 
sition,  see  Municipal  Plant,  6. 

Proper  parties  to  proceedings,  see  Parties. 
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Necessity  of  filing  protest  to  proposed  increase  in  rates,  see  Plbao- 

ING,  5. 
Sufficiency  of  notice  of  proposed  changes  in  rates  under  Pennsylvania 

statute,  see  Rates,  48. 
Time  of  putting  into  effect  new  schedule  of  rates,  see  Rates,  49. 
Rates  fixed  by  ordinance  to  continue  pending  review  of  Ck)mnii8sion 

order  by  court,  see  Rates,  51. 
Determination  of  ownership  of  property  in  a  rate  proceeding,  see  Rates, 

52. 
Ground  for  allowing  rehearing,  see  Reheabiko,  1. 
Procedure  for  recovery  of  reparation,  see  Repabation,  13-16. 
Capitalization  of  expenses  before  Commission,  see  Valuation,  222. 

Rules  relative  to  application  for  approval  of  electrical  service  equip- 
ment and  meters,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  435. 

Rules  relative  to  application  for  approval  of  watt-hour  meters, 
P.U.R.1917B,  p.  474. 

Statement  of  appropriate  remedy  for  determining  whether  legis- 
lature or  Commission  has  exceeded  bonds  of  law,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  194. 

1.  While  ordinarily  the  Or^on  Commission  will  dismiss  a  com- 
plaint upon  a  stipulation  by  the  parties  requesting  it,  nevertheless, 
after  the  matter  has  been  fully  submitted  on  a  hearing,  the  dismissal 
of  a  complaint  is  discretionary,  and  only  such  order  will  be  made  after 
full  consideration  of  the  case  as  is  justified  by  the  facts.  Monitor  Ware- 
house Co.  y.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917A,  721. 

2.  In  passing  upon  a  request  for  the  discontinuance  of  a  proceed- 
ing instituted  upon  the  Commission's  own  motion,  the  Commission  may 
base  its  judgment  as  to.  the  sufficiency  of  cause  for  continuing  the  pro- 
ceeding upon  either  the  evidence  formally  presented  at  the  hearing,  or 
the  knowledge  acquired  by  it  from  records  in  its  files  or  investigation 
nuuie  by  it.    Re  Bronx  Gas  k  B.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  777. 

3.  The  dismissal  of  a  bill  which  seeks  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of 
railway  rates  fixed  under  state  authority  as  being  confiscatory,  in  ad« 
vanoe  of  sufficient  actual  ezperienoe  under  normal  conditions,  should  be 
without  prejudice  to  another  suit  if,  after  a  full  and  fair  test,  the  rates 
^Ukll  be  found  to  be  <»>nfi9catory.  Darnell  v.  Edwards  (U.  S.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  64  (S.  C.  244  U.  8.  564,  61  L.  ed.  1317,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  701). 

4.  A  complaint  against  a  utility  for  refusing  to  extend  its  con- 
junctional service  contract  to  complainant  must  be  dismissed  where 
the  utility  afterwards  canceled  that  part  of  its  rate  schedule,  since 
the  Commission  has  no  authority  to  award  damages.  Realty  Super- 
vision Co.  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
962. 

5.  A  telephone  company  charging  a  rate  for  rural  service  without 
complying  with  §  6  of  chapter  289  of  the  South  Dakota  Laws  of  1909, 
which  provides  that  telephone  companies  are  required  to  file  '^schedules 
or  tariffs  showing  all  rates  and  charges  for  the  rent  of  any  line  or 
instrument,''  should  not  make  an  application  for  the  establishment  of 
a  new  rate,  but  sliould  apply  for  permission  to  file  a  rate  to  correct 
its  error,  since  the  written  consent  of  the  Commission  entered  upon  the 
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journal  of  its  proceedings  is  requisite  only  when  a  telephone  company 
proposes  to  increase  an  existing  rate.  Re  Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  ( S.  D. ) 
P.U.R.1917A,  741. 

6.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  refused  to  pass  upon  an  applica- 
tion for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  for  a  municipal  water  plant 
in  territory  receiving  some  service  from  an  existing  utility,  until  the 
plans  for  the  proposed  water  plant  were  approved  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Health,  who  was  dothed  with  the  responsibility  of  determining  such 
plans.     Re  Nescopeck  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  146. 

7.  That  a  complaint  alleges  that  th«  maximum  rate  of  an  electric 
company  is  excessive,  and  that  notice  of  hearing  is  limited  to  the  com- 
plaint, does  not,  where  the  complaint  also  alleges  discrimination  in 
rates  between  different  classes  of  consumers,  prevent  investigation  of  th6 
reasonableness  of  other  rates,  under  statutory  power  (Public  Service 
Commissions  Law,  §§  66,  71,  72)  to  investigate  the  cause  ot  complaint, 
to  consider  all  relevant  facts  although  not  set  out  in  the  complaint, 
and  not  within  the  allegations  contained  therein,  and  to  prescribe  rea- 
sonable rates  after  a  hearing  upon  the  Commission's  own  motion  or 
upon  complaint  of  discriminatory  rates  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

8.  The  question  whether  a  railroad  company  should  be  required  to 
continue  the  operation  of  its  road  may  he  determined  upon  a  petition 
by  the  company  as  well  as  on  a  petition  of  parties  objecting  to  its  dis- 
coBtinuance.    Re  Emigration  Canyon  R.  Co.  (Utoh)  P.U.R.1017F,  464. 

9  In  a  proceeding  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  proposed 
freight  rates  which  had  been  improperly  suspended  by  the  Commission 
on  petition  oi  shippers,  the  shipper's  petition  should  t^  treated  as  a 
protest  against  the  rates.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Atehi- 
son,  T.  A  8.  F.  K  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R-1917E,  271*  (8.  C.  278  IlL  58,  116 
N.  E.  904). 

10.  The  rules,  regulations,  and  practices  of  a  telephone  company 
are  before  a  Commission  for  future  adjustment,  as  well  as  the  reason- 
ableness of  one  or  more  rates  in  any  one  or  more  communities  for  any 
one  or  more  classes  of  telephone  service,  although  an  investigation  on 
motion  of  the  Coaunission  of  the  property  of  the  oompany  in  the  entire 
state  for  the  purpose  of  determining  the  reasonableness  of  rates  and 
service  shows  that  no  order  should  be  made  reducing  generally  the  rates 
of  the  company  within  the  state.  Re  Mountain  States  T^eph.  k  Teleg. 
Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

11.  The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  will  not  direct 
counsel  to  begin  proceedings  to  restrain  a  corporation  from  unlaw- 
fully transacting  the  business  of  an  electric  corporation,  where  the  at- 
torney general  has  expressed  his  intention  of  proceeding  on  behalf  of 
the  state  for  that  purpose,  if  the  unlawful  operation  is  not  aban- 
doned. Northern  Adirondack  Power  Co.  v.  Rogers  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  559. 

12.  That  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  is  no  longer  permitted  in 
certain  communities  is  no  ground  for  dismissing  a  complaint  alleging 
unlawful  discrimination  in  freight  rates  on  the  return  of  empty  beer 
packages  from  such  communities,  where  such  fact  is  not  established 
by  the  evidence  in  the  record,  and  it  cannot  be  inferred  that  beer  ship- 
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ments  for  individual  or  other  uses  may  not  continue  to  1f^  made.  In- 
dependent Breweries  Co.  v.  St.  Louis,  I.  M,  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  109  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  620). 

//.   When  jurisdiction  of  Commission  is  questioned. 

13.  The  California  Commission  may  dismiss  a  proceeding  although 
it  holds  it  has  jurisdiction,  where  the  dismissal  will  expedite  a  speedy 
jurisdiction  ruling  from  the  court,  and  if  the  Commission  overrules  the 
objection  to  its  jurisdiction  and  proceeds,  a  court  ruling  cannot  be  had 
until  a  final  order  is  made,  which  will  require  the  expenditure  of  a 
large  amount  of  time  and  money.  Municipal  League  v.  Southern  P.  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.IOHA,  486. 

14.  Legal  questions  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  over  the 
subject-matter  of  a  complaint  should  be  determined  before  any  evidence 
is  taken.    Ratner  v.  Denver  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.19i7E,  988. 

PROCEEDINGS. 

Validity  of  order  as  to  service  in  proceedings  to  which  utility  is 

not  a  party,  see  Constitutional  Law,  4. 
Effect  of  order  discontinuing  proceeding,  see  Orders,  5. 
Procediu-e  upon  request  for  discontinuance  of  proceeding,  see  Pro- 

CEDUBE,  2. 

PROCESS. 

1.  Process  of  a  Federal  district  court,  which  has  acquired  juris- 
diction over  utility  property  in  three  states,  which  has  turned  over  the 
property,  in  the  state  where  the  Federal  suit  was  brought,  to  a  state 
receiver,  pending  the  outcome  of  a  prior  state  suit,  and  which  has 
appointed  him  Federal  receiver  in  the  other  states,  is,  under  §  56  of 
the  Judicial  Code,  in  a  dependent  Federal  suit  by  the  receiver  in  the 

.  same  court  to  enjoin  confiscatory  rates,  properly  served  on  defendants 
in  the  state  of  their  residence  within  the  circuit  although  without  the 
state  where  the  suit  was  brought.  Landon  v.  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234  Fed.  152). 

2.  The  service  of  an  answer  in  a  proceeding  before  the  South  Da- 
kota Commission  is  sufficient  as  against  an  objection  at  the  hearing, 
where  the  service  was  made  upon  the  attorneys  of  the  objecting  par- 
ties, in  compliance  with  the  statutory  requirements  as  to  service  by 
mail  and  a  motion  has  not  been  made  to  set  it  aside,  and  its  sufficiency 
has  not  been  questioned.  Milbank  v.  Dakota  Central  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  808. 

PRODUCING  COMPANY. 

Serving  consumers  in  territory  of  distributing  company  not  to  dis- 
criminate against  latter,  soe  Discrimination,  113. 

Right  of  producing  company  to  furnish  service  in  territory  occu- 
pied by  distributing  company,  see  Monopoly  and  Competi- 
tion, 19,  20. 

Protection  of,  against  competition,  see  Monopoly  and  Competi- 
tion, 33. 
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PRODUCTS. 

Fixing  charge  for  BurpluB  productSi  see  Rates,  3. 

PROFIT  AKD  UOnU. 

Charging  Commission  expenses  to,  see  VALUATioif,  222. 

PROFITS. 

See  generally  Return. 

Consideration  of  profits  realized  from  sale  of  land  watered  by 
irrigation  system  in  fixing  irrigation  rates,  see  Rates,  186. 

Necessity  that  utility  make  profit  upon  every  consumer,  see  Re- 
turn, 20. 

Of  municipal  plant,  see  Return,  28-30. 

Consideration  of  profits  of  private  enterprises  in  passing  upon 
reasonableness  of  return,  see  Return,  53. 

Allowance  for  promotion  profits  in  determining  the  amounts  of 
securities  to  be  issued,  see  Valuation,  160. 

Allowance  for  contractor's  profits  as  overhead  charges,  see  Valua- 
tion, 168-172. 

PROFIT  SHARING. 

Payments  to  employees  under  profit  sharing  plan  as  operating  ex- 
pense, see  Return,  165. 

PROHIBITION. 

1.  Prohibition  should  not  issue  to  prevent  the  Commission-  from 
investigating  or  making  an  order  in  a  matter  properly  within  its  juris- 
diction, merely  because  any  order  which  the  Commission  might  make 
in  the  matter  could  not  be  enforced  by  the  courts,  or  because  the  Com- 
mission might  enter  an  order  not  warranted  by  the  facts,  or  might 
found  its  order  on  an  erroneous  view  of  the  law,  where  there  is  a  rem- 
edy by  appeal.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  Dougherty  (S.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  617  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  163  N.  W.  715). 

PROHIBITIVE  RATES. 

Prohibitive  charges  to  destroy  a  particular  class  of  service,  see 

Rates,  6. 
Power  of  New  York  Commission   to  require  Increase  in  mileage 

book  rate  which  may  result  in  a  discontinuance  of  their  use, 

see  Rates,  30. 

PROMISSORY  NOTES. 

See  Notes. 

PROMOTION. 

Adoption  of  promoter's  contract  for  water  supply,  see  Servicb,  103. 

Issuance  of  securities  to  pay  for  promotion  services,  see  Security 
Issues,  27,  28. 

As  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  117,  133,  160-107,  176, 

Going  value  of  water  system  built  to  further  real  estate  promo- 
tion, see  Valuation,  404. 
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PROMPT  PATMSHT. 

Discrimination  in  rule  as  to,  see  Discbimtnation,  123. 
Classification   of  subscribers   for   different   rules  of  discount   for 

prompt  payment,  see  Dibcbimination,  125. 
Discount  for  prompt  payment,  see  Paticent,  4-16. 
PenaKy  for  failure  to  pay  promptly,  see  Patment,  17,  18. 

PROOF. 

Burden  of,  see  Etidenci,  1-5. 

PROPERTY. 

Order  requiring  restoration  of  passenger  train  service  as  taking 
property  without  compensation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Value  of  property  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  rate  making,  see 
Rates,  91. 

Stock,  bonds,  and  securities  of  other  companies  as  property  re- 
quiring consent  of  Commission  before  sale,  see  Sale. 

PROPERTY  NOT  OWNEB. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  279-284. 

PROPERTY  NOT  USED  OR  USEFUL. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuauqx,  240- 

278. 

PROPERTY  OWNERS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  to  enforce  contract  between 
city  and  property  owners,  see  Commissions,  22. 

PROPERTY  RIGHTS. 

Review  of  order  determining  priority  of  right  to  water,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  9. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  disputed  prop- 
erty rights, 'see  Commissions,  17,  18. 

PROPOSED  PURLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY. 

What  constitutes  under  Oregon  statute,  see  Certificate  or  Con- 
venience AND  NbOESSITT,  14. 

PROSPECTIVE  RETURN. 

Consideration  of,  in  ordering  extension  of  service,  see  Sebvice,  64, 
67-73. 

PROTECTION. 

See  also  Fibe  Protection. 

At  grade  crossings,  see  Crossings,  17,  18. 

Of  switches  on   Wisconsin   interurban   railways,   see  Inteburban 

Railways,  1. 
Of  water  mains  from  freezing,  see  Service,  297-300. 
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PROTEST. 

Necessity  of  filing  protest  to  proposed  increase  in  rates,  see  Plead- 
ings, 5. 

Failure  to  protest  at  time  of  payment  as  affecting  right  to  repara- 
tion of  overcharges  for  transportation  of  goods,  see  Rcpaba- 
TION,  15. 

PUBLIC. 

Standards  of  electrical  eonstmction  and  operation  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  general  public,  see  Electricity,  12. 

Right  of  railroad  corporation  under  laws  of  Virginia  to  abandon 
service  without  notice  to  the  public  and  application  to  Commis- 
sion, see  Service,  30. 

PUBLICATION. 

Effect  of  publishing  and  filing  with  the  Commission  schedulj  of 
rates  violating  Constitution  and  statutes,  see  Rates,  47. 

PUBLIC  CONVENIENCE  AND  NECES8ITT« 

See  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Necf^sity. 
As  requiring  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  Service,  272- 
279. 

PUBLIC  FIRE  PROTECTION. 

See  Fire  Protectign. 

PUBLIC  HIGHWAYS. 

See  Highways  and  Streets. 

PUBLIC  INTERESTS. 

Purchase  by  one  railroad  of  capital  stock  of  another  as  serving 
public  interests,  see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale,  0. 

PUBLIC  OFFICE. 

Chairmanship  of  Commission  as  public  office,  see  Commissions,  1. 

PUBLIC  OFFICERS. 

Free  passes  to  public  officers  as  compensation  for  fees,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 89,  90. 

PUBLIC  POLICY. 

Consolidation  of  telephone  system  to  improve  service  not  against 
public  policy,  see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale,  7. 

Establishment  of  express  station  to  facilitate  shipmarits  of  beer 
into  prohibition  states,  see  Service,  4. 

PUBLIC  PROPERTY. 

Private  transmission  line  over  public  property  as  constituting  own- 
er a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  13. 
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FUBUO  FUBPOSB. 

Sidetrack  or  spurtrack  as  public  purpose  for  wliich  property  may 
be  taken,  see  Eminent  DomaiNi  l,  2. 

PUBLIC  SCHOOLS. 

See  Schools. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMKISSIOII. 

See  Commissions. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  ACT. 

See  Statutes. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  LAW. 

See  Statutes. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  LAW. 

See  Statutes. 

PUBLIC  USE. 

Right  to  reserve  use  of  irrigation  water  in  conveyance  of  waters 
appropriated  to  public  use,  see  Constitutional  Law,  66. 

Taking  of  property  for,  see  Eminent  Domain. 

Statute  authorizing  city  to  contract  for  water  for  public  uses  as 
authorizing  right  to  contract  for  domestic  uses,  see  Munic- 
ipalities, 2. 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES. 

/.  In  general,  1—5. 
//.  What  conatitute^  a  "jmbllc  utility,*'  4^27. 

a.  In  general,  4— P. 

b.  Acta  rendering  private  oompaniea  public  utilitiea,  10^ 

13, 

c.  Rendering  aervice  only  under  contracta,  14—17. 

d.  Individuala,  IS, 

e.  Mutual  companiea,  19^24, 
f*  Steamshipa,  26, 

g,  Automohilea  operated  for  hire,  26,  27. 
Ill,  What  conatitutea  ''public  aervice,'*  28-^0, 

See  also  Automobiles;  Baggage  Transfer  Companies;  Electrici- 
ty; Express  Companies;  Gas;  Heating;  Ixterurban  Rail- 
ways; Irrigation;  Municipal  Plants;  Mutual  Telephones; 
Mutual  Water  Companies;  Natural  Gas;  Pipe  Line  Com- 
panies; Railroads;  Street  Railways;  Steam;  Telegraphs; 
Telephones;  Water. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


882  PUBUC  UTIUTIES,  I.- 

See  also  AcoouimNa;  Appeal  and  Review;  AppomoHMENT;  Cn- 

TIFICATES     or     Ck>NVENIENCB    AND     NeCSSSITT;     Ck)MMISaiONS ; 

Consolidation,  Mebger,  and  Sale;  Constitutional  Law; 
Cbossinos;  Deprecultion ;  Discrimination;  Franchises;  In- 
tercorporate Relations;  Interstate  Commerce;  Monopoly 
AND  Competition;  Payments;  Rates;  Reparation;  Return; 
Security  Issues;  Service;  Valuation;  Wires  and  Carles. 

1.  In  general. 

Right  of  foreign  corporation  to  control  domestic  companies  by  stock 
ownership,  see  Foreign  Corporations,  1. 

Operation  of,  without  franchise,  see  Franchises,  4. 

Constitutional  provision  authorizing  municipality  to  frame  char- 
ter as  not  giving  them  power  to  regulate  public  utilities,  see 
Municipalities,  4. 

Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege 
invalidity  of  statute  in  a  Commission  power  to  regulate  rail- 
road crossings  and  apportion  cost,  see  Municipalities,  5. 

Effect  of  option  to  city  to  buy  utility  to  render  it  a  municipal 
plant,  see  Municipal  Plant,  1 . 

Public  utilities  without  power  to  question  portions  of  statute  not 
affecting  them,  see  Parties,  7. 

Proceedings  by  Commission  to  restrain  company  from  unlawfully 

transacting  the  business  of  a  public  utility,  see  Procedure,  11. 

^  Increase  in  street  railway  fares  from  5  to  7  cents  as  question  for 

utility  rather  than  Commission  where  increase  in  revenue  is 

necessary,  see  Rates,  15. 

*  Approval  of  plan  for  reorganization,  see  Reorganization. 

Report  for  purpose  of  identifying  capital  expenditures,  see  Re- 
ports, 2. 

Power  of  Commission  to  pass  on  legality  of  organization  of,  upon 
application  to  issue  securities,  see  Security  Issues,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  interfere  with  corporate  business  of, 
see  Security  Issues,  8,  9. 

1.  Section  36  of  the  General  Corporation  Law  of  Xew  York  is  self- 
executing,  so  as  to  prevent  a  corporation,  organized  thereunder,  on 
the  mere  failure  to  exercise  its  corporate  powers  within  two  years 
after  incorporation,  from  purchasing,  receiving,  or  holding  any  prop- 
erty or  franchises.  Northern  Adirondack  Power  Co.  v.  Rogers  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  659. 

2.  A  corporation,  having  obtained  authority  from  the  state  to  op- 
erate as  a  railroad  and  having  exercised  the  right  of  eminent  domain 
thereunder,  cannot  be  converted,  as  an  afterthought,  into  a  mere  in- 
dustrial line  or  plant  facility.  Finlry  v.  Dillonvale  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1917F,  543. 

3.  All  utilities  under  the  supervision  of  the  Massachusetts  Board  of 
Gas  &  Electric  Light  Commissioners  are  forbidden  to  contract  for  sup- 
plies, construction,  or  management  with  concerns  in  which  the  utilities' 
officers  or  directors  have  a  substantial  interest  except  in  case  of  competi- 
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tive  bidding  or  under  exceptional  circumstanceB  with  the  approval  of 
the  Board.    Re  Awarding  of  Contracts  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1017S,  397. 

n.  What  cmiUHutem  a  *'fuhlic  utilUp.*' 

a.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  what  conBtitutes  a  public  utility,  P.U.R.1917E,  p. 
539;  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  640. 

4.  A  doubt  as  to  whether  a  telephone  line  is  a  public  utility  will 
be  resolved  in  favor  of  the  public  service,  to  enable  the  Commission  tu 
authorize  a  sale  of  the  line  which  will  result  in  efficient  service,  where 
no  one  will  be  injured  in  his  legitimate  rights  by  such  action,  while 
refusal  to  act  until  the  question  is  authoritatively  decided  would  em- 
barrass the  people  who  are  in  need  of  service.  Re  Philbrick  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  874. 

5.  An  Idaho  corporation  engaged  in  the  operation  of  a  water  system 
for  compensation  is  a  public  utility  within  the  meaning  of  the  Idaho 
Public  Utilities  Act,  and,  as  such,  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Com- 
mission.   Re  Hughes  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917D,  359. 

6.  A  company  that  holds  itself  out  to  serve  the  public  within  a 
given  area  with  waler  upon  specified  terms  is  a  public  utility,  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Berry  v.  Oro  Loma  Farms  Co.' 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  631. 

7.  A  water  utility,  although  selling  its  distributing  system,  retains 
its  public  utility  character  in  so  far  as  it  agrees  to  sell  water  to  the 
distributer.  Re  River  Bend  Gas  ft  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
827. 

8.  A  water  company  which  serves  consumers,  who  are  not  stock- 
holders, at  established  rates  filed  with  the  Commission,  and  ha^  always 
held  itself  out  to  serve,  in  accordance  with  its  existing  rules  and  regu- 
lations, any  user,  and  has  submitted  itself  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  is  a  public  utility,  under  §  23  of  article  12  of  the  Con- 
stitution, the  Public  Utilities  Act,  and  chapter  80  of  the  Laws  of  1913, 
although  it  originally  served  only  holders  of  water-right  certificates. 
Re  Lake  Hemet  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  458. 

9.  A  rural  telephone  company  connected  with  the  exchange  of  a 
city  company  so  that  the  subscribers  of  each  system  can  communicate 
with  one  another,  the  subscribers  of  the  rural  line  receiving  and  trans- 
mitting toll  messages,  if  ''furnishing  telephone  service  to  the  public,'' 
and  is  therefore  subject  to  the  Minnesota  Telephone  Law,  the  form  of 
the  organization  not  being  material.  Re  Paulson  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
672. 

5.  Acts  rendering  private  companies  public  utilities* 

10.  A  railroad,  although  owned  by  one  of  the  two  industries  located 
on  its  track,  and  handling  only  the  business  of  those  industries,  is  not 
a  mere  plant  facility,  but  is  a  common  carrier  with  the  right  to  have 
joint  rates  with  a  connecting  carrier  and  to  receive  a  fair  division 
thereof,  where  the  railroad  holds  itself  out  as  a  common  carrier,  makes 
reports  as  such  to  the  Commission,  is  taxed  as  such  by  the  state  board 
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of  taxation,  holds  itself  ready  and  willing  to  handle  all  freight  offered, 
represents  ^  investment  of  $165,000,  and  owns  3  locomotives  and  70  or 
80  cars  of  small  capacity.  Syracuse  A  M.  R.  Co.  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  k 
St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917C,  962. 

11.  A  statute  (§  69  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Law) 
giving  a  commission  general  supervision  over  all  electric  corporations 
having  the  right,  by  general  law  or  franchise,  to  use  the  public  streets, 
and  over  all  electric  plants  owned,  leased,  or  operated  by  any  electric, 
corporation,  does  not  limit  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  to  only 
such  electrical  corporations  as^  have  authority  under  any  special  or 
general  law  or  under  any  charter  or  any  franchise  to  engage  in  such 
business.    Roach  v.  Danciger  &  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  144. 

12.  A  manufacturing  company,  although  generating  electricity  pri- 
marily for  its  own  use  and  selling  only  its  surplus  energy,  within  a 
limited  portion  of  a  city,  to  customers  over  their  own  wires  and  poles, 
and  although  not  having  a  franchise  to  operate  as  an  electric  utility 
and  not  using  the  streets  and  public  places  of  the  city,  is  nevertheless 
an  electric  utility  within  the  meaning  of  the  Missouri  statutes,  so  as 
to  subject  it  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Conmaission  upon  the  complaint 
of  a  consumer  whose  service  has  been  discontiuned.  Roach  v.  Danciger 
&  Cov  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  144. 

13.  A  private  manufacturing  corporation  does  not  assume  to  act  as 
an  electrical  corporation  within  the  meaning  of  the  New  York  Public 
Service  Commissions  Law  merely  because  its  line  for  transmitting  cur- 
rent for  its  exclusive  use  passes  over  public  property.  Fulton  Light,. 
Heat,  &  P.  Co.  v.  Granby  Pulp  &  Paper  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  76. 

c.  Rendering  service  only  under  contracts, 

14.  An  irrigation  company  which  contracts  to  supply  water  to  those 
purchasing  land  of  it  is  not  engaged  in  a  private  service  within  the 
rule  that  the  disposition  of  water  for  such  purposes  is  essentially  a 
matter  of  private  contract,  but  is  a  public  utility,  where  the  purchasers 
provide  that  the  water  is  to  be  supplied  at  such  rates  as  may  be  fixed 
by  law.  Palermo  Land  A  Water  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  447. 

15.  A  water  company,  by  entering  into  contracts  with  landowners  for 
the  delivery  of  specified  amounts  of  water  at  fixed  rates,  does  not  pre- 
vent itself  from  being  a  public  utility,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  even  as  to  the  lands  covered  by  such  contracts.  Re  Madera 
Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917F,  642. 

16.  A  provision  in  a  contract  of  a  water  company  furnishing  water, 
that  the  service  is  in  effect  that  of  an  agency  operating  temporarily 
as  an  agent  preliminary  to  the  taking  over  and  operating  the  system 
by  mutual  companies,  does  not  relieve  the  company  of  its  present  char- 
acter of  a  public  utility,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission, 
where  the  water  is  being  delivered  generally  to  water  users  who  have  no 
stock  in  a  mutual  concern,  and  have  no  voice  in  the  establishment  of 
the  rates  nor  the  fixing  of  conditions  other  than  those  in  the  contract 
Berry  v.  Oro  Loma  Farms  Co.    (Cal.)    P.r.R.1917F,  631. 

17.  A  water  company  is  not  relieved  of   its  character  of  a  public 
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utility  by  requiring,  as  a  condition  to  furnishing  service,  the  execution 
of  a  contract  establishing  rates  and  rules  for  the  use  of  water.  Berry 
V.  Oro  Loma  Farms  Co.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1917F,  631. 

d.  Individuals. 

18.  An  individuaL  operating  a  rural  telephone  system  for  public 
use  is  a  public  utility  within  the  meaning  of  §  10  of  the  Illinois  Public 
Utilities  Act.    4-C  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Helmer  (III.)  P.U.R.1917D,  197. 

e.  Mutual  companies. 

See  also  supra,  16. 

Annotation    on    mutual    telephone   company   as   a   public   utility, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  741. 

19.  A  mutual  telephone  company  is  not  engaged  in  "the  conduct  of 
the  business  of  affording  telephonic  communication  for  hire"  merely 
because  nonsubscribers  who  are  permitted  to  use  the  line  without  charge 
as  a  benefit  to  subscribers  occasionally  "tip"  the  operators,  no  portion 
of  such  "tip"  or  of  any  other  payment  by  nonsubscribers  going  to  the 
company.  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Saline  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  881. 

20.  A  mutual  telephone  company,  the  service  of  which  is  open  to 
anyone  within  its  territory  willing  to  become  a  shareholder,  such  share- 
holders having  the  means  of  communicating  over  the  company's  lines 
with  one  another  and  also  via  commercial  lines,  with  various  cities  and 
villages  of  the  state,  is  a  public  utility  within  the  meaning  of  §  10  of 
the  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act,  and  therefore  required  to  have  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  necessity.  State  Public  Utilities  Ckimmission 
ex  rel.  Pike  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Noble  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  520. 

21.  The  Missouri  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction,  under  §  93, 
subsec.  6t  of  the  Public  Service  Cor^mission  law,  to  order  physical 
connection  between  two  telephone  companies,  one  of  which  is  "not  a 
telephone  corporation,"  as  defined  in  §  2,  subsec.  17,  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  law,  because  it  is  a  mutual  company,  not  "run- 
ning its  lines  for  hire."  Farmers'  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Kinloch  Long 
Distance  Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  245. 

22.  A  mutual  telephone  company  is  a  public  utility  which  cannot  con- 
tinue operation  without  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  where 
its  service  is  open  to  those  desiring  to  become  members,  and  a  canvass 
for  membership  is  being  actively  carried  on  by  its  officers,  and  a  village 
ordinance  grants  it  the  right  to  use  the  streets  and  other  public  places 
of  the  village  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  to  the  citizens  and  the  public 
"communication  by  telephone,"  although  its  charter  and  by-laws  state 
a  purpose  to  operate  for  the  private  use  of  members  only,  and  the  vil- 
lage trustees  vote  to  repeal  said  ordinance  and  pass  another  merely 
authorizing  the  use  of  the  streets  to  serve  the  members  of  the  company. 

.Evansville  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Okaw  Valley  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  730. 

23.  A  mutual  telephone  association  operated  on  an  assessment  plan 
is  a  "telephone  company"  within  the  meaning  of  the  South  Dakota 
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statute  (Sess.  Laws  1900,  chap.  289,  §§  1  and  4,  as  amended  Sess.  Laws 
1911,  chap.  218)  requiring  telephone  companies  to  establish  and  file 
with  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  a  scliedule  of  rates  for  serv- 
ice before  transacting  any  business.  Re  Indian  Creek  Teleph.  Co.  (S. 
D.)   P.U.R.1917E,  533. 

24.  The  charges  to  a  mutual  company,  taking  water  from  a  public 
utility  for  supply  to  its  stockholders,  are  subject  to  regulation,  like 
those  of  an  ordinary  consumer.  Limoneira  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  183  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  162  Pac.  1033). 

/.  Steamships, 

25.  That  a  steamboat  is  not  operating  under  a  franchise  does  not 
prevent  the  application  to  its  proposed  sale  of  the  provision  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  Public  Utility  Law  (Act  2307,  §  17  [h] )  requiring 
the  Board's  approval  of  the  sale  of  public  utility  property.  Re 
Ynchausti  k  Co.   (Philippine)   P.U.R.1917A,  429. 

g.  AutfnnohileB  operated  for  hire, 

26.  Automobile  common  carriers  of  freight  and  passengers  over 
routes  on  public  highways  between  cities  and  other  points  are  trans- 
portation companies  subject  to  regulation  by  the  California  Commission, 
under  the  provision  of  the  Constitution,  art.  12,  §  22,  as  amended  in 
1911,  giving  the  Commission  power  to  regulate  railroads  and  ''other 
transportation  companies."  Western  Asso.  v.  Railroad  Commission 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  178  (S.  C.  173  Cal.  802,  L.R.A.— ,  —,  162  Pac. 
391). 

27.  Individuals  operating  automobiles  for  the  transportation  of  the 
public  for  hire  along  fixed  routes,  or  wherever  passengers  desire  to  go, 
are  common  carriers  and  public  service  companies  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Company  Law  requiring  all  public 
service  companies  to  secure  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  from  the 
Commission  before  engaging  in  business.  Allegheny  Valley  Street  R. 
Co.  V.  Greco  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  723. 

///.   What  constitutes  "public  service,*' 

28.  The  filing  by  railroads  of  a  tariff  for  the  carriage  and  disposal 
of  slag  and  other  refuse  material  of  furnaces  and  mills  makes  the  serv- 
ice a  public  service  within  the  purview  of  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Serv- 
ice Company  Law,  although  the  material  is  given  to  the  carrier.  Na^ 
tional  Tube  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1. 

29.  An  irrigation  company,  otherwise  engaged  in  a  private  service, 
by  applying  to  the  California  Railroad  Commission  for  the  establish- 
ment of  rates,  changes  the  use  from  private  to  public  so  as  to  make  it 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Palermo  Land  A  Water 
Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  447  (S.  C.  173  CaL 
380,  100  Pac.  228). 

30.  Water  consumers  who  purchase  parcels  of  a  riparian  tract  are 
not  served  in  recognition  of  any  riparian  right,  so  as  to  prevent  the 
utility  dedicating  the  water  to  public  use,  where  the  consumers'  lots  are 
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remote  from  the  stream  and  their  deeds  do  not  purport  to  convey  any 
riparian  rights,  and  where  the  consumers  stipulate  that  their  owner- 
ship of  water  is  founded  upon  their  purchase  of  water-right  certificates 
from  the  utility.    Re  Lake  Hemet  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  458. 

PUBLIC  UTIUTIES  ACT. 

See  Statutes. 

PUBUG  UTIIJTIB8  COMBUSSION  LAW. 

See  Statutes. 

PUBLIC  UTILITY  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

PULLMAN  CARS. 

See  Sleeping  Cabs. 

PUMPS. 

Valuation  of  auxiliary  pump,  see  Valt/ation,  272. 

Rules  relative  to  use  of  vacuum  pumps  in  oil  and  natural  gas 
wells,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  366. 

PUNISHMENT. 

Contention  for  punishment  for  violation  of  Commission  order  not 
entertained  in  absence  of  allegation  in  complaint,  eee  Tbiai<>  3. 

PURCHASE. 

Of  consumer's  equipment,  see  Sebvicb,  121,  122. 

Ascertainment  of  value  for  purpose  of  purchase  and  sale,  see  Valu- 
ation, 68,  70. 

Consideration  of  current  prices  in  ascertaining  value  for  purpose 
of  purchase  and  sale,  see  Valuation,  99,  103. 

PURCHASE  PRICE. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  value  for  security  issue  purposes,  see 

Secubitt  Issues,  39,  42. 
As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  74,  75. 

PURCHASER. 

Charter  obligation  of  seller  with  respect  to  rates  for  service  as 
affecting  rights  of  purchaser,  see  ConsoudatioN,  Mebqbb,  Ajm 
Sale,  1. 

PURCHASING  AGENT.  ^ 

Payment  to  utility  that  acts  as  purchasing  agoii  and  storekeeper, 
see  Retubn,  155. 

PURITY. 

Standards  of  gas  service,  see  Sebvice,  163. 
Of  water  supply,  see  Sebvice,  290-292. 
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PUBPOSE. 

For  which  securities  may  be  issued,  see  Secubttt  Issues,  23-37. 
Discontinuance  of  metered  service  where  water  is  furnished  adjoin- 
ing lot  for  building  purposes,  see  Sebvice,  80. 

QUANTITY  DISCOUNT. 

Discrimination  in  quantity  discounts  for  electricity,  see  Discrimi- 
nation, 126. 

Discrimination  in  quantity  discount  for  gas,  see  Discrimination, 
129. 

QUANTITY  RATE. 

Discrimination  in,  see  Discrimination,  54. 

Electric  rates  based  upon  quantity  of  current  need,  E:)e  Rates, 
158. 

QUARRYING  COMPANY. 

Right  of  mining,  manufacturing,  or  quarrying  .company  to  operate 
railroads  under  Ohio  statute,  see  Railroads,  1,  2. 

QUESTIONS  OF  LAW  AND  FACT. 

Application  to  Commission  to  fix  amount  of  reparation  as  condi- 
tion precedent  to  action  in  courts  where  right  is  dependent 
upon  law  and  not  on  fact,  see  Reparation,  16. 

QUO  WARRANTO. 

To  try  title  for  chairmanship  of  Commission,  see  Commissions,  1. 

RADIUS  CHARGE.  \ 

Radius  charge  for  telephone  service,  see  Rates,  282. 

RAILROAD  AND  WAREHOUSE  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

RAHJtOAD  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

RAIUtOAD  COMMISSION  ACT. 

See  Statutes. 

RAILROAD  LAW. 

See  Statutes. 

RAILROADS. 

Review  of  o-nier  requiring  headlights  on  locomotives,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  12,  13. 

Apportionment  of  expenses,  revenues,  and  investment,  see  Appor- 
tionment, 8-27. 

Certificate  for  construction  of  a  part  of  a  proposed  railroad,  see 
Certificate  or  Conven:ence  and  Necessity,  19. 
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Ability  to  finance  construction  as  requisite  to  certificate,  see  Ceb- 

TIFICATE  or  CONVENIBIfCE  AND  NcCKSSITT,  22. 

Certiorari  to  review  order  directing  railroads  to  enforce  demurrage 

rules,  see  Cbitiobaii,  2. 
Power  of  California  Commission  to  enforce  contract  to  build  rail- 
road, see  C0MMIB8IOX8,  21. 
Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  abate  unnecessary 

smoke  and  noise  in  train  operation,  see  Commissions,  32. 
Power  of  Commission  to  require  removal  of  powder  magazine  by 

railroad  operating  eoal  mines  in  violation  of  Mining  Law,  see 

Commissions,  33. 
Power  of  Mississippi  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  screen  car 

windows  to  protect  heaHh  of  patrons,  see  Commissions,  34. 
Jurisdiction  of  New  York  Commission  over  closing  of  street  by 

railroad,  see  Commissions,  39. 
Per  diem  charge  to  shippers  without  free  time  for  steam  railroad 

ears  hauled  by  ^ectric  railroad  as  within  jurisdiction  of  Maine 

Commission,  see  Commissions,  41. 
Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  dictate  identity  of  individuals 

employed  by,  see  Commissions,  42a. 
Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  receiver  to  improve  cross- 

ing,  see  Commissions,  43. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  railroad  operated  by  receiver,  see 

Commissions,  43,  44. 
Consolidation  of  narrow  gage  with  standard  gage  road,  see  Con- 

lk»JDATiON,  MBOKB,  and  (SaLE,  8. 

Purchase  of  stock  of  one  railroad  by  another,  see  Consolidation, 

Mbboeb,  and  Sale,  9. 
Validity  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  furnish  tank  cars  for  ship- 
ment of  gasolene,  see  CoNSTrrunoNAL  Law,  Id. 
Order  requiring  restoration  of  passenger  train  service  as  taking 

property  without  compensation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 
Validity  of  statute  requiring  track  connections  for  interchange  of 

cars  between  railroads,  see  CoNSTirmnoNAL  Law,  24. 
Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars  at  terminal  on  request  of  consignee 

so  that  contents  may  be  hauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  31. 
Agreement  between  railroad  and  legislative  committee  fixing  rates 

as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  increase  rates,  see  Con- 

BTTFUTIONAL  LaW,  63. 

Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  contract  providing  for  per 
diem  charge  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  electric  railway 
to  shipper's  track,  see  Constitutional  Law,  64. 

Power  of  North  Carolina  Commission  to  disregard  contract  be- 
tween utilities  relative  to  character  of  interlocking  plant,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  72. 

Railroad  crossings,  see  Cbossinos. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  trade  layouts,  crossings,  and  union 
stations,  see  Crossings,  11. 

Unprofitable  operation  of  railway  considered  in  apportioning  ex- 
pense of  eliminating  grade  crossing,  see  Crossings,  21. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 19. 
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Apportionment  of  cost  of  installing  and  maintaining  crossings  be- 
tween municipality  and  railroad,  see  Crossings,  24-28. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  car  as 
relieving  railroad  from  liability  under  California  demurrage 
rules,  see  Damages,  1. 

Commission  without  authority  under  Massachusetts  statute  to  re- 
quire railroad  to  absorb  transfer  charge  from  one  wharf  be- 
cause absorbing  it  from  a  competing  wharf,  see  Discrucina- 
TION,  11. 

Discrimination  in  rate  as  against  localities,  eee  Disgumination, 
18-23. 

Free  telephone  service  to,  see  Dibcbuunation,  33. 

Discrimination  in  ^rates  on,  see  Dibcbimination  generally,  and  par- 
ticularly, 86-93. 

Free  passes  to  public  oflScers  as  compensation  or  fees,  see  Dib- 
cbimination, 89,  90. 

Duty  of  railroad  under  Illinois  statute,  as  to  distribution  of  cars 
in  time  of  shortage,  see  Discrimination,  114. 

Duty  of  railroad  rendering  service  to  shipper  beyond  its  line  to 
render  like  service  to  others,  see  Discrimination,  115. 

Requiring  railroads  to  spot  cars  at  terminals  mt  request  of  con- 
signee so  that  contents  may  be  drawn  by  electric  road,  as 
discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  117. 

Grant  of  exclusive  privilege  to  maintain  carriage  stuid'and  baggage 
transfer,  see  Dibcbimination,  322. 

Sidetrack  as  public  purpose  for  whidi  property  may  be  taken,  see 
Eminent  Domain,  1,  2. 

When  construction  of  spur  track  is  not  shown  to  be  unreasonably 
harmful  to  the  public  interests,  see  Evidence,  7. 

Evidence  necessary  to  show  West  Virginia  statutory  two  cent  a 
mile  passenger  fare  confiscatory^  see  Evioenoe,  8. 

Relief  from  order  of  Commission  requiring  erection  of  union  station, 
see  InjunctioS,  1. 

As  entitled  to  temporary  injunction  against  enfofcement  of  rate 
orders,  see  Injunction,  4-6. 

Lease  of  one  railroad  by  another,  see  Intbbc<M(foratb  Relations, 
5. 

Use  of  railroad  right  of  way  for  electrical  line,  see  Intiboqbpqbatb 
Relationb,  7. 

End  of  interstate  character  of  shipment  on  steam  roads  where 
goods  are  to  be  unloaded  and  delivered  by  electric  road»  see 
Intebstate  Commerce,  3. 

Jurisdiction  of  state  Commission  where  shipments  between  two 
points  in  state,  passes  through  another  state,  see  Intebstate 
Commebce,  7. 

Railroad  holding  cars  on  hold  track  outside  the  state  as  making 
shipment  interstate,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  8. 

Order  fixing  intrastate  freight  rates  as  interference  with  interstate 
commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  10-14. 

Regulating  headlights  as  interfering  with  interstate  commerce,  see 
Iniebbtate  Commerce,  15. 
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Stoppage  of  interstate  trains  as  undue  interference  with  interstate 
commerce,  see  Interstate  Commebce,  19-21. 

Proof  of  lease  from  corporation  minutes  showing  authorization  and 
acceptance  of  lease,  see  Leases,  3. 

Mandamus  against  railroad  for  failure  to  obey  Commission  order, 
requiring  sufficient  number  of  seats  for  passengers,  see  Man- 
damus, 1. 

AdmissicHi  of  more  than  one  railroad  into  new  territory,  see 
MoNOPOLT  AiTo  Compehtion,  2,  3. 

Spur  track  extensions  into  competing  territory,  see  Monopolt  and 

CCHUPETITION,  21. 

Competition  between  steam  and  electric  railways,  see  Monopoly 

AND  Competition,  47. 
Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege 

invalidity  of  statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate  rail- 
road crossings  and  apportion  costs,  see  Municipalities^  5. 
Right  of  corporation  authorized  to  operate  railroad  to  convert  road 

into  industrial  line  or  plant  facility,  see  Pubuo  Utilities,  2. 
Railroad  owned  by  industry  as  carrier  entitled  to  joint  rate,  see 

Public  Utilities,  10. 
Carriage  and  disposal  of  slag  frcmi  mills  and  furnaces  as  public 

service  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  28. 
Power  of  New  York  Commissicm  over  mileage-book  rate,  see  Rates, 

29,  30. 
Power  of  New  York  Commission .  to  require  increase  in  mileage 

book  rate  which  may  result  in  a  discontinuance  of  their  use, 

see  Rates,  30. 
Power  of  Washington  COTunlssion  to  establish  through  rates  on 

grain  with  milling-in-transit  privilege,  see  Rates,  32. 
Statute  fixing  maximum  rates  as  affecting  power  of  Commission 

to  fix  rate,  see  Ratxs,  34,  35. 
Effect  of  publishing  and  filing  with  the  Commission  schedule  of 

rates  violating  Constitution  and  statutes,  see  Rates,  47. 

Results  from  test  period  during  November  and  December  as  evi- 

^,         denee  upon  issue  whether  railroitd  rates  are  ooofiscatory,  see 

^        Rates,  93. 

Rates  for  railroads,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  190-266. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  hold  train  until  passenger  buys  ticket,  see 

Rates,  195a. 
Duty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  without  ticket  that  he  may 

purchase  one  at  next  station,  see  Rates,  195b. 
Railroad  freight  rates,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  203- 

266. 
Increased    operating    expenses    as    "emergency"    under    Wisconsin 

statute,  authorizing  Commission  to  suspend  railroad  rates,  see 

Rates,  210. 
Establishing  joint  rates  on  shipments  entering  switching  district 

as  authorizing  railroad  to  operate  trains  into  terminals   of 

other  railroads,  see  Rates,  233. 
Per  diem  charge  to  shipper  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  elec- 
tric railway,  see  Rates,  241-243. 
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Charge  for  cleaning  and  disinfecting  live  stock  cars,  see  Rates, 
246-249. 

Acquisition  and  ownership  of  lands  for  railroad  terminals,  see 
Real  Estate,  1,  2. 

Approval  by  Kansas  Commission  of  plan  of  reorganization  of  in- 
solvent railroad,  see  Reobganization,  1. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation 
of  California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Rbpabation,  8. 

General  order  permitting  reparation  for  misrouting  shipments,  see 
Reparation,  9. 

Failure  to  protest  at  time  of  payment  as  affecting  right  to  repara- 
tion of  overcharges  for  transportation  of  goods,  see  Rbpaba- 
tion, 16. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  fixing  particular  rate,  see 
Retubn,  16-19,  24,  24a. 

Amount  of  return  for  railroads,  see  Rbtttbn,  87-^. 

Salary  of  president  as  excessive,  see  Retubn,  135. 

Cost  of  constructing  railroad  not  to  be  amortized  and  charged 
to  operating  expenses,  merely  because  road  is  to  1^  trans- 
ferred at  end  of  twenty  years  to  connecting  railroad  without 
payment,  see  Retubn,  172. 

Suit  under  Missouri  statute  to  enjoin  railroad  from  issuing  bonds 
without  consent  of  Commission,  see  SECUBrrr  Issues,  4. 

Necessity  for  procuring  consent  of  Commission  for  issuance  of 
bonds  by  foreign  railroad  company,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  17. 

Amount  of  security  issues  upon  reorganization  of,  see  Beoubitt 
Issues,  45-48. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  company  to  complete  con- 
struction of  road  between  points  designated  in  articles  of  in- 
corporation, see  Sebvice,  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  building  of  new  line  connecting 
existing  lines  under  statute  authorizing  it  to  order  additions 
or  improvements,  see  Sebvice,  9. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  restore  servioe  on 
abandoned  branch  line,  see  Sebvice,  18. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  authorize  railroad  to  abandon 
branch  line  operated  at  a  loss,  see  Sebvice,  24. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  approve  lease  of  railroad 
to  corporation  not  authorized  to  operate  it,  see  Sebvice,  25. 

Right  of  railroad  corporation  under  laws  of  Virginia  to  abandon 
service  without  notice  to  the  public  and  application  to  Com- 
mission, see  Sebvice,  30. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  restoration  of  service  on  abandoned 
railroad  branch  line,  see  Sebvice,  32. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  physical  connection  between  street 
railroads,  see  Sebvice,  35-37. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  company  to  con- 
struct branch  road  or  switch,  see  Sebvice,  37. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maine  statute  to  require  physi- 
cal connection  between  steam  railroads  and  electric  railroads, 
see  Sebvice,  38. 
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Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  permit  grain 
bins  to  r«nain  on  the  right  of  way,  see  SiaKViOE,  42. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  service  of,  see  Service  generally, 
and  particularly,  42-50. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroads  to  furnish  tank  cars  lor 
transportation  of  gasolene,  see  Service^  43. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  furnish  sleeping 
car  service,  see  Service,  44,  45. 

Jiurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  bulletin  boards  at  railroad 
stations  without  tel^raph  office,  see  Service,  48. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require^  railroads  to  provide  new 
stockyards,  see  Service,  49. 

Right  of  utilities  generally,  to  discontinue  service,  see  Service, 
77-99. 

Test  of  reasonableness  of  order  requiring  restoration  of  train  serv- 
ice, see  Service,  79. 

Carriage  of  express  matter  on  passenger  trains,  see  Service,  158- 
160.  ^ 

Express  service  at  town  where  railroad  has  not  a  station,  see  Sesv- 
ICE,  162. 

Policy  of  Maine  statute  as  to  freight  service  by  interurbau  rail- 
ways when  not  in  competition  with  railroad,  see  Service,  170. 

Service  by  railroads,  see  Service  generally,  and  particularly, 
179-227. 

Abandonment  of  railroad  service,  see  Service,  185-190. 

Storage  of  grain  bins  and  portable  elevators  upon  right  of  way,  tee 
Service,  200. 

Reasonableness  of  order  requiring  railroad  to  attach  sleeping  car, 
see  Service,  208-200a. 

Switch  connections  to  mill  not  abutting  on  highway,  see  Sebvioe, 
222. 

Physical  connection  between  railroads,  see  Service,  223-227. 

Physical  connection  not  justified  under  New  York  statute  where 
one  company  will  be  given  use  of  tracks  and  terminal  facilities 
of  another,  see  Service,  227. 

Valuation  of  system,  see  Valuation. 

Valuation  of  roadbed,  see  Valuation,  11. 

Depreciation  for  locomotives  giving  satisfactory  service,  see  Valua- 
tion, 22. 

Taxation  value  as  rate- making  value  of  railroad  property,  see 
Valuation,  73. 

Method  of  estimating  engineering  cost  in  railroad  construction,  see 
Valuation,  126. 

Allowance  for  adaptation  and  solidification  of  roadbed  in  valua- 
tion, see  Valuation,  204,  20". 

Expense  of  connecting  track  between  railroads  as  chargeable  to 
capital,  see  Validation,  215. 

Valuation  of  railroad  real  estate,  see  Valuation,  301,  302,  307, 
308. 

Allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  331. 
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Illinois  rules  for  construction  as  to  wires  about  railroad  track, 
P.U.R.1917A,  862,  868. 

Annotation  on  division  of  joint  railroad  rates,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  173. 

Annotation  on  *'rip*'  tracks  maintained  for  making  repairs  to  cars 
and  locomotives  as  railroad  shop,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  589. 

1.  A  railroad  operated  for  many  years  as  a  common  carrier  is  not 
such  a  road  as  a  manufacturing  or  quarrying  company  has  a  right  to 
operate  under  §§  10141  and  8861  of  the  Qeneral  Code  of  Ohio.  Schuler 
V.  Black  Diamond  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  76. 

2.  Under  the  Ohio  statutes  an  individual  purchasing  a  portion  of 
a  railroad  operated  as  a  common  carrier  has  no  right  to  operate  it  him- 
self or  to  sell  it  to  a  mining,  manufacturing,  or  quarrying  company  to 
be  operated  as  an  industrial  road;  and  therefore  the  operation  of  such 
»  road  by  a  mining  company,  either  as  an  industrial  road  or  as  a  com- 
mon carrier,  is  illegal.  Schuler  v.  Black  Diamond  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  76. 

3.  A  railroad  company  sufficiently  complies  with  a  statute  (§  21 
of  the  Railroad  Law)? which  imposes  a  duty  upon  it  to  restore  and 
care  for  a  watercourse  which  is  crossed  or  touched  by  its  road,  by 
constructing  and  continuously  maintataiag  a  ouhrert  safficiently  large 
to  permit  the  unobstructed  passage  of  \^'ater  from  a  stream  as  it  existed 
when  the  railroad  was  built,  notwithstanding  that  the  culvert  has  since 
become  inadequate  by  reason  of  the  drainage  of  swamp  land  by  state 
ditches.    Truck  Gardeners  T.  Erie  R.  Ck>.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  63. 

BAILS. 

Apportionment  of  maintenance  of,  see  Afpobtionmbiit,  18. 

BATE  BASE. 

Fair  value  as  rate  base,  see  Valuatioic ,  1-4. 
As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuatioit,  70. 

BATE  OF  DEPBEOIATIOK. 

See  Depreciation,  18-61. 

BATEPATEB8. 

See  GoNsuMEBS  and  Patbons. 

BATES. 

/.  In  general,  1~'7. 
II,  Power  of  Commission,  S— 44. 
a.  In  general,  8^17, 
h.  To  grant  rebate  for  inadequate  service,  18. 

c.  To  suspend  rates,  19^21, 

d.  To  grant  horizontal  increase  in  all  rat^s,  22. 

e.  To  establish  rates  to  equalize  business  conditions,  23, 

f.  To  authorize  emergency  schedules,  24^26, 

g.  To  lower  rates  to  meet  competition,  27. 
h.  To  establish  maximum  freight  rates,  28. 

i.  To  fix  rates  for  mileage  and  ticket  books,  29,  30. 
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II. — continued, 

j.  To  establish  joint  rtHes,  SI. 
1c.  To  establish  mmiiHh*n^tranMt  pHvile^s,  32. 
I.  To  impose  charge  on  nonpatron,  SS. 
m.  To  change  statutory  nuunimuni  rates,  34,  39. 
n.  To  regulate  rates  of  municipal  pUmt,  3€,  37. 
o.  Conflict  in  rate-making  au^orWes,  33^-44. 

III.  Power  of  cities,  4S. 

IV.  FUing  of  rate  schedules,  46,  47. 

V.  Procedure  in  rate^making  proceedings,  4^—5^. 
VI.  Bate  owUraets,  M,  54. 

VII.  Presumptions  and  burden  of  proQf  ms  to  reasonableness  of 
rates,  55— tftf. 
VIII.  Bates  for  municipal  plants,  37. 
IX.  Kinds  of  rates,  3S'^8. 

a.  Minimum  bill  or  service  charge^  33^79, 

b.  Bate  based  on  sliding  scale,  SO,  81. 

c.  Flat  or  metered  rates,  S^-^e. 

d.  Bates  for  seasonal  senHce,  87,  88. 

X.  Elements  to  be  conMdered  in  determining  reasonableness, 
33^133. 

a.  In  general,  33-^6. 

b.  Comparison  of  rates,  93^113. 

1.  In  general,  93^33. 

2.  Necessity  of  simiiarity  of  conditions,  100^110. 

3.  Effect  of  competition,  lll'^llS. 

c.  Value  of  service,  114^118. 

d.  Cost  Off  service,  tt9^122. 

e.  Voluntarily  established  rates,  123,  124. 
/.  Increased  or  decreased  use,  123,  123. 
g,  CompetiUon,   127^129. 

h.  Effect  of  increased  cost  of  coal,  130^133. 
XI.  Discrimination. 
XII.  Bates  of  particular  utilities,  134^^13. 

a.  Electricity,  134^130. 

1.  In  general,  134^133. 

2.  Kinds  of  service,  139^143. 

(a)  Lighting  in  connectitm  with  power,  139. 

(b)  Cooking  and  heating,  140, 

(c)  Moving  pictures,  141,  142. 

(d)  Breakdown  service,  143. 

3.  Kinds  of  rates,   144^153, 

(a)  Block  or  demand  rates,  144^150. 

(b)  Flat  rates,  151. 

(c)  Minimum  bill,  152^153. 

4.  Classes  of  consumers,  157—130. 

b.  Express,  131, 
e.  Gas,  132-133, 

d.  Interurban  railways,  107—180. 
1.  In  general,  137—170. 
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XII.  d — continued, 

2.  Fare  zones,  171^17€, 

3.  MOeage  Tkaais,  177^179. 

4.  Excess  fares,  ISO. 
e.  In*t0atlon,  ISl^-lse, 
/.   Natural  gas,  187-^139. 
g.  Railroads,  190^2tie. 

1.  Passenger  fares,   190^202* 

(a)  In  general,  190. 

(b)  Commutation  and.  mileage  hoolcs,  191'^19ii. 

(c)  Affording    passengers    opportunity    ta   fittr- 

chase  tickets,  19Sa,  19Sh* 

(d)  Baggage  rates,  196^202. 

(1)  Excess  baggage,  190^2i^0. 

(2)  Baggage  storage,  291,  202. 

2.  Freight  rates,  203-^60. 

(a)  In  general,  203^^2 11. 

(b)  Reasonableness 4   factors   to   be   considered, 

212^230. 

(1)  In  getteral,  212^214. 

(2)  Effect  of  competition,  21S. 

(3)  Relation  to  switching  rates^  216. 

(4)  Value  oi  cost  of  commodity,  217,  2 IS. 

(5)  Cost  of  service,  219. 

(€)   Comparisott  of  rates,  220'-230. 

(c)  Joint    rates,    231^234. 

(d)  Carload  weight,  23^-^40. 

(e)  Per  diem  charge  for  cars,  241^^43^ 

(f)  Demurrage,  244,   24&. 

(g)  Disinfecting  cars,  246^249. 

(h)   Rates  for  particular  commodities,  2^0^260. 
h.  Sewei^f  2&7, 
i.  Steamships^  2&S. 
J.  Street  railways,  269^269. 

1.  In  general,  269^204. 

2.  Commutation  and  mileage  books,  206,  206. 

3.  Fare  zones,  267. 

4.  Copper  zone  system,  26S. 

5.  Transfers,  260. 
k.  Telephones,  270^2SS, 

1.  In  general,  270-^273. 

2.  Business  and  residence  rates,  274,  275. 

3.  Installation  charge,  276. 

4.  Removal  charges,   277,   27 S. 

5.  Extension  telephones,  279,  2S0. 

6.  Metallic    circuit    rates,    2S1. 

7.  Excess  radius  charges,  2S2. 

S.  Rates  on  physical  connection,  2S3,  2S4. 
9.  Toll  charges,  2S5^2SS. 
I.  Water,  2S9-31S. 

1.  In  general,  2S9^294. 
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XII.  I — continued. 

2.  KiniJa  of  service,  ;995— aO0. 

(a)  Fire  protection^  20S'-^0S. 

(1)  RuhUc,  29&'-29S. 

(2)  PHvate,  299^^05. 
(h)   Municipal  useSf  30^, 

a.  Flat  or  tneter  rates,  a07,  SOS, 

4,  Minimum  bill  or  service  charge,  309^^  1S» 

/.  In  general. 

When  appeal  from  Commission's  valuation  of  plant  not  allowed,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  10. 

Presumption  as  to  reasonableness  of  order  fixing  rates,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  17-19. 

Charter  obligation  of  seller  with  respect  to  rates  for  service  as  affect- 
ing rights  of  purchaser,  see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sate,  1. 

Stipulation  as  to  rates  upon  allowing  consolidation,  see  Consolidation, 
Merger,  and  Sale,  25,  26. 

Order  fixing  intrastate  rates  as  interfering  with  interstate  commerce, 
see  Interstate  Commerce,  10-14. 

Necessity  of  following  requirements  of  state  statute  in  obeying  order 
of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  Interstate  Commerce,  22. 

Grant  by  Congress  to  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  of  power  to 
raise  intrastate  rates,  to  eliminate  discrimination  against  inter- 
state commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1. 

Rates  for  existing  utility  as  affecting  invasion  of  occupied  territory,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  26. 

Order  requiring  through  rate  not  invalid  because  of  vagueness,  see 
Orders,  1. 

Payment  of  rates,  see  Payment. 

Refund  of  excess  rates,  see  Reparation. 

Refusal  to  give  consumer  advantage  of  rider  providing  for  discount 
as  ground  for  reparation,  see  Reparation,  2. 

Rates  established  under  injunction  order  as  basis  for  computing  repara- 
tion of  overcharges,  ^ee  Reparation,  5. 

Amount  that  should  have  been  received  for  free  service  considered  as 
part  of  revenue  for  rate  making,  see  Return,  3. 

Reduction  of  rates  in  one  locality  producing  higher  return  than  return 
as  a  whole,  see  Retfrn,  21. 

Expenses  of  rate  proceeding  before  Commission  as  operating  expenses, 
see  Return,  145-150. 

District  of  Columbia  Statute  as  imposing  on  utility  common  law  duty 
to  render  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates,  see  Service,  2. 

Annotation  on  power  of  court  to  fix  rates,  P.IT.R.1917F,  p.  788. 

1.  The  ultimate  rates  for  service  are  not  materially  affected  by  the 
theory  followed  as  to  depreciation,  if  a  consistent  relation  is  observed 
between  accrued  and  accruing  depreciation.  Pekin  v.  Pekin  Water- 
works Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

2.  Tliere  is  IHtle  difference  between  a  low  rate  of  return  upon  a 
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high  Taluation  and  a  high  rate  of  return  on  a  greatly  depreciated 
present  value,  as  far  as  it  affects  the  ultimate  rate  for  service.  Pekin 
V.  Pekin  Waterworks  Ck).  (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

3.  As  it  was  almost  impossihle  to  establish  with  scientific  accuracy 
the  rate  to  be  paid  for  a  surplus  product,  such  as  the  surplus  water 
delivered  to  a  municipal  distributing  systena,  the  California  Conunis- 
sion  directed  that  the  price  to  be  paid  therefor  should  be  left  to  negotia- 
tions between  the  parties.    Re  Murray   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917C,  521. 

4.  A  reduction  in  rates,  based  on  an  agreement  or  dicker  between 
a  municipality  and  the  utility  as  to  what  shall  be  the  assessed  value 
of  utility  property  for  taxation,  will  not  be  approved,  l^e  state  Con- 
stitution providing  that  ''property  shall  be  assessed  for  taxation  un- 
der general  laws,  and  by  uniform  rules,  according  to  its  true  value." 
Re  Commonwealth  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  548. 

5.  A  complaint  as  to  unjust  rates  should  be  dismissed  where  upon 
refusal  of  the  Commission,  in  the  first  instance,  to  order  the  utility  to 
produce  its  books  for  the  inspection  of  complainants  no  evidence  is 
presented  as  to  the  value  of  the  company's  plant,  cost  of  management, 
nature  of  its  resources,  return  upon  its  investment,  or  as  to  whether 
any  dividend  declared  upon  its  stock  was  unfair  or  excessive.  York 
V.  York  Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917F,  130. 

6.  The  imposition  of  prohibitive  rates  for  the  purpose  of  destroy^ 
ing  a  particular  class  of  service  cannot  be  justified  from  any  stand- 
point, even  though  such  service  is  not  compensatory,  since  rates  for  pub- 
lic service  must  be  reasonable  alike  to  the  public  and  to  the  utility,  and 
the  statute  provides  for  the  method  by  which  a  public  utility  may  dis- 
continue service  not  necessary  for  successful  operation  or  not  demanded 
by  public  convenience  and  necessity.  Regular  Democratic  Organization 
V.  Long  Island  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  677. 

7.  A  carrier  cannot,  without  additional  compensation,  be  required 
to  perform  additional  service  beyond  a  point  to  which  it  quotes  a  rate. 
Ohio  Quarries  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  416. 

II,  Power  of  Commission. 

a.  In  general. 

Power  of  Colorado  Commission  to  regulate  rates  in  home  rule  cities, 

see  Commissions,  8,  9. 
Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  by  utility  with  respect  to 

rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  32-71. 
Franchise  fixing  rates  as  affecting  power  of  Commission  to  regulate 

rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  32-54. 
Policy  of  Commission  as  to  rate  contracts  made  by  utility,  see  Cox- 

stitutional  Law,  46,  47. 
Right  of  consumer  to  rate  established  by  Commission  notwithstandiniK 

contract  for  a  higher  rate,  see  Constitutional  Law,  57. 
Provision   in   conveyance  of   land  fixing  irrigation  rates  as  affecting 

power  of  state  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  58. 
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General  incorporation  statute  authorizing  municipality  to  regulata 
water  rates  as  affecting  power  of  state  to  fix  rates,  see  Cokbtitu- 
TIONAL  Law,  67. 

Power  of  legislature  to  confer  upon  Commission,  power  previously 
delegated  to  municipalities,  see  Constitutional  Law,  70,  71. 

Delegation  to  Commission  of  power  to  fix  rates,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  70,  74,  76,  77. 

Fling  rate  schedule  as  estopping  utility  from  denying  jurisdiction  of 
Commission,  see  Estoppel,  2. 

Right  of  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  natural  gas  brought  in  from  an- 
other state,  see  Intsbstatb  Commbbck,  4,  5. 

Power  of  Literstate  Commerce  Commission  to  regulate  intrastate  rates 
to  eliminate  discrimination,  see  Intesstate  Commesce  Commis- 
sion, 3. 

Power  to  regulate  and  superrise  rates  as  conferring  power  to  award 
reparation,  see  Rspabation,  10. 

To  prescribe  unremunerative  rates,  see  infra,  194a. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  fix  rates,  P.U.R.1917F,  p. 
738. 

8.  By  chapter  93,  Laws  1913,  jurisdiction  is  conferred  upon  the 
Corporation  Commission  over  all  public  utilities,  with  the  power  to 
fix  and  establish  rates  and  prescribe  rules,  requirements,  and  regula- 
tions affecting  their  serrices  and  operation  and  the  management  and 
conduct  of  their  business,  and,  under  the  powers  thus  conferred,  the 
Commission  is  vested  with  authority  to  make  all  valid  and  lawful 
orders  prescribing  rates,  which  the  state,  in  the  exercise  of  its  sov- 
ereign capacity,  could  prescribe  or  make.  Guthrie  Gas,  Light,  Fuel,  As 
Improv.  Co.  v.  Board  of  Education  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  200  (S.  C.  — 
Okla.  — f  —  Pac.  — ) ;  Pawhuska  v.  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  226  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  166  Pac.  1058). 

9.  The  provision  in  the  Act  of  April  2,  1915  (Laws  1916,  chap. 
200,  p.  407),  "that  this  act  shall  not  abrogate  any  existing  contract, 
or  affect  or  change  the  terms  or  conditions  of  any  franchise  granted  by 
any  municipal  corporation  prior  to  and  in  effect  April  28,  1913,"  merely 
qualifies  the  direct  legislative  mandate  of  that  act  to  *'all  persons,  firms, 
or  corporations  furnishing  gas  in  all  municipalities  having  a  popula* 
tion  over  500  to  do  so  through  standard  meters  at  meter  rates,"  and 
does  not  affect  the  power  of  the  Corporation  Commission  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  March  25,  1913  (Laws  1913,  chap.  93,  p.  150), 
to  establish  rates  not  inconsistent  with  such  direct  mandate.  Paw- 
huska V.  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  (>>.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  226  (S.  C. 
—  Okla.  r-,  166  Pac.  1058). 

10.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  California  Conunission  to  regulate  rates, 
service,  etc.,  is  not  lost  by  its  approval  of  the  execution  of  contracts 
relating  to  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electric  energy  between  two  com- 
panies.    Re  Fontana  Power  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  633. 

11.  The  Georgia  Commission,  in  the  absence  of  discrimination,  is 
without  power  to  prescribe  actual  rates  for  public  utilities,  its  juris- 
diction being  limited  to  the  fixing  of  reasonable  maximum  rates,  under 
a  public  policy  favoring  competition  between  utilities  while  protecting 
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the  public  from  charges  unreasonably  high.     Re  Electric  Light  ft  P. 
Rates   (Ga.)    P.U.R.1917E,  721. 

12.  A  rate  fixed  by  the  Commission  after  a  hearing  must  h6  based 
upon  the  evidence  presented  to  the  Commission,  where  the  statute  au- 
thorizing the  Commission  to  fix  rates  after  a  hearing  provides  for  an 
appeal  to  the  court,  and  that  when  no  appeal  is  taken,  the  parties  af- 
fected by  the  order  shall  be  deemed  to  have  waived  the  right  to  have 
the  merits  of  the  order  reviewed  by  a  court,  and  that  no  new  or  addi- 
tional evidence  may  be  introduced  in  any  proceeding  upon  appeal  from 
an  order  of  the  Commission  made  after  a  hearing,  and  that  an  order  of 
the  Commission  shall  not  be  set  aside  unless  it  clearly  appears  that  the 
finding  of  the  Commission  was  against  the  manifest  weight  of  the  evi- 
dence or  that  the  same  was  without  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  998  (S.  C.  279  111.  194,  116  N.  E.  696). 
•  13.  A  public  utility  is  not  relieved  from  its  duty  to  apply  to  a  Com- 
mission for  permission  to  increase  rates,  either  because  its  rates  are 
fixed  by  francliise  or  because  the  existing  rates  are  too  low.  Excelsior 
Laundry  Co.  v.  Vinita  Gas  Co.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917C,  301. 

14.  The  Oregon  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  fix  a  rate  for 
purely  municipal  purposes,  in  the  absence  of  a  voluntary  submission  of 
the  question  by  the  interested  parties.  Canyon  City  v.  Consolidated 
Electric  Light  Co.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1917C,  162. 

15.  An  increase  in  revenues  being  necessary,  the  question  whether 
an  advance  in  street  railway  fares  from  5  to  7  cents  will  be  disad- 
vantageous to  the  utility  on  the  ground  that  it  will  discourage  traflic, 
is  one  for  the  judgment  of  the  company's  officers.  Norwood,  C.  &  S. 
Rate  Case   (Mass.)    P.U.R.1917D,  934. 

16.  Rates  increased  before  the  effective  date  of  the  Illinois  Public 
Utilities  Act  may  be  filed  after  that  date  without  getting  the  consent 
of  tlie  (Commission,  the  statute  providing  for  reparation  for  excessive 
or  discriminatory  rates.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel. 
Mitchell  V.  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1017B,  1046  (S.  C. 
275  111.  555,  114  N.  W.  325). 

17.  The  record  does  not  require  a  decision  on  the  power  of  the  Com- 
mission to  establish  lower  rates  for  transportation  of  coal  used  for 
manufacturing  purposes  in  a  proceeding  by  an  electric  utility  to  secure 
the  benefit  of  the  low  rate  on  coal  used  by  it,  where  the  carrier  did  not 
attack  the  rate.  Vandalia  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Ind.) 
P.UJ1.1917B,  879  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  114  N.  E.  412). 

h.  To  grant  rebate  far  inadequate  service* 

18.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  establish 
rebate  based  on  deficiencies  in  service.  Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota-Light 
&  P.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917F,  628. 

c.  To  suspend  rates, 

19.  On  a  complaint  against  the  reasonableness  of  street  railway 
rates  increased  before,  and  filed  after,  the  effective  date  of  the  Illinois 
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Public  Utilities  Act,  the  statute  does  not  authorize  the  Commission  to 
order  a  return  to  the  old  fares  pending  a  determination  of  reasonable- 
ness; and  the  new  fares  may  be  collected  until  the  determination  is 
made.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago 
&  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275  III.  555,  114  N.  W. 
325). 

20.  The  Illinois  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  had  no  power 
to  suspend  railroad  freight  rates  that  were  lower  than  the  established 
maximum  rates,  where  no  specific  power  was  given  the  Commission  by 
statute  to  suspend  rates,  although  it  was  empowered  to  make  investi- 
gations, to  fix  reasonable>  maximum  rates,  and  to  institute  suits  against 
carriers  for  charging  more  than  reasonable  rates.  State  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S,  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  271 
(S.  C.  278  111.  58,  116  N.  E.  904). 

21.  The  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  no  power  to  sus- 
pend, before  hearing  and  taking  evidence,  railroad  freight  rates  tliat 
were  lower  than  the  established  maximum  rates  which  had  been  duly 
filed  with  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  prior  to  the  ef- 
fective date  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act,  since  such  rates  are  prima 
facie  reasonable.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  &, 
S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  271   (S.  C.  278  111.  58,  115  N.  E.  904). 

d.  To  grant  horizontal  increase  in  all  rates, 

22.  It  is  doubtful  whether  a  Commission  authorized  "to  adopt, 
change,  or  make  reasonable  and  just  rates,  charges,  and  regulations" 
has  power  to  grant  a  horizontal  advance  in  ^\\  rates  without  investiga- 
tion of  the  reasonableness  of  the  individual  rates.  Re  Advance  of  Rail- 
road Freight  Rates  (La.)   P.U.R.1917F,  91. 

e.  To  establish  rates  to  equalize  business  conditions, 

23.  The  California  Commission  cannot  prevent  the  charging  of  just 
and  reasonable  freight  rates,  although  the  rates  are  more  advantageous 
to  business  interests  in  some  communities  than  others,  since  the  Com- 
mission has  no  jurisdiction  to  equalize  commercial  conditions.  San 
Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Soutliern  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  334. 

/.  To  authorize  emergency  schedules, 

24.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission,  under  §  20,  of 
chapter  784,  of  the  Acts  of  1913,  has  power  to  authorize  a  railway 
company  to  put  an  emergency  rate  schedule  into  effect  without  requir- 
ing the  usual  thirty  days*  notice.  Re  Concord,  M.  &  H.  Street  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)    P.U.R.1917E,  59. 

26.  The  Ohio  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  fix  and  put  in  force 
an  emergency  rate  for  natural  gas  during  the  period  of  the  suspension 
of  the  effect  of  a  city  ordinance  regulating  the  price  to  be  charged 
therefor.    Re  Cincinnati  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ohio)   P.U.R.1917A,  710. 

26.  The  interim  between  the  passage  of  a  rate  ordinance  and  a  vote 
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on  a  referendum  petition  does  not  create  an  emergency  within  the 
emergency  section  of  the  Ohio  Public  Utilities  Law  that  would  permit 
the  Commission  to  fix  a  temporary  rate.  Re  Cincinnati  Gas  ft  £.  Co. 
(Ohio)   P.U.R.1917A,  426. 

g,  Ta  lower  rates  to  meet  competition. 

Generally  as  to  fixing  rates  to  meet  competition,  see  infra,  127-129. 

27.  While  a  carrier  may  be  permitted  to  make  a  rate  lower  than 
would  be  otherwise  just  and  reasonable  in  order  to  meet  competition,  it 
is  doubtful  whether  it  can  be  required  to  make  such  a  rate.  Re  Boston 
&  A.  R.  Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1M7E,  876. 

h.  To  establish  maximum  freight  rates, 

28.  The  Iowa  Commission  has  power  to  establish  reasonable  max* 
imum  freight  rates.  Martin  v.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa) 
P.UJL1917B,  883. 

i.  To  fix  rates  for  mileage  and  ticket  hooTcs, 

29.' The  New  York  O>mmission,  Second  District,  is  not  deprived  of 
power  to  authorize  an  increase  in  a  railroad  mileage-book  rate  by  the 
fact  that  the  railroad  is  incorporated  under  a  special  charter  giving 
it  the  right  to  prescribe  rates,  where  there  is  nothing  in  the  act  re- 
stricting the  rate  for  mileage  books.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1019. 

30.  The  New  York  Ck>mmission,  Second  District,  can  authorize  an 
increase  in  a  mileage-book  rate  which  may  result  in  a  discontinuance 
in  the  sale  of  books,  through  the  refusal  of  patrons  to  pay  the  increase, 
although  the  Commission  is  without  power  to  authorize  a  discontin- 
uance of  the  sale  of  the  hooka.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Ck).  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1019. 

j.  To  establish  joint  rates, 

31.  The  Illinois  Commission  by  virtue  of  its  authority  to  require 
carriers  to  establish  joint  rates  "between  any  two  points  in  the  state" 
may  require  the  establishment  of  joint  freight  rates  although  the  serv- 
ices rendered  by  the  intermediate  and  delivering  carriers  are  wholly 
within  the  switching  district  of  a  city,  it  appearing  that  the  move- 
ment within  the  switching  district  may  in  some  instances  be  nearly  as 
great  as  that  covered  by  a  line  haul.  State  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion ex  rel.  American  Sand  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  1  (S.  C.  279  111.  110,  116  N.  E.  620). 

Tc.  To  establish  miUing-in-transit  privileges, 

32.  It  is  within  the  power  of  the  Washington  (Ik>mmission  to  order 
the  establishment  i/f  a  through  rate  on  grain,  subject  to  a  milling-in- 
transit  privilege  that  is  reasonable  and  nondiscriminatory.     State  ex 
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rd.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Wash.)   P.U.R. 
1917E,  87   (S.  C.  —  Wash.  —,  163  Pac.  1143). 

I.  To  impose  charge  on  nonpatron. 

33.  A  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  authorize 
an  irrigation  company  to  charge  $1  per  acre  annually  against  all  land 
veithin  the  arei^  which  it  holds  itself  out  as  serving,  irrespective  of 
whether  or  not  water  is  delivered  to  the  land,  upon  the  theory  that  the 
seepage  of  water  from  the  utility's  canals  benefits  the  entire  district  by 
raising  the  water  level,  and  thus  increases  the  moisture  content  of  all 
the  land,  and  reduces  the  operating  expenses  of  landowners  who  irri- 
gate their  own  lands  by  pumping  water  from  wells.  Re  Madera  Canal 
&  Irrig.  Co.  (Cal,)  P.U.R.1917F,  642. 

«ii.  To  change  statutory  maxintunt  rates. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  increase  maximum  rate 
fired  by  statute,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  345. 

34.  The  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  has  power  to  raise  rail- 
road rates  above  the  maximum  fixed  by  statute  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Act,  by  virtue  of  §  47  of  the  latter 
act,  conferring  upon  it  power  to  determine,  after  hearing,  just  and  rea- 
sonable rates.  State  ex  rel.  Rhodes  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  316. 

35.  The  Illinois  Maximum  Fare  Law  of  1907  fixing  the  maximum 
railroad  fare  at  2  cents  a  mile,  enacted  pursuant  to  the  constitutional 
provision  (art.  11,  §  12)  authorizing  the  fixing  of  maximum  rates,  and 
saved  from  repeal  by  §  41  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act,  does  not  prevent 
the  Commission  from  fixing  a  less  rate  for  a  company  organized  under 
the  Railroad  Act.  State  Public  Utilities  Commissions  ex  rel.  Mitchell 
V.  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275  HI  555, 
114  N.  W.  325). 

n.  To  regulate  rates  of  municipal  plant, 

36.  The  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  has  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion to  regulate  the  rates  of  municipal  owned  utilities,  all  prior  statutes, 
municipal  charters,  and  ordinances  inconsistent  with  the  exercise  of 
such  powers  having  been  superseded  by  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Act.  Civic  League  v.  St  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  676 
(S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  412). 

37.  The  St.  Louis  freeholders'  charter  adopted  under  constitutional 
provisions  (Mo.  Const.  1875,  §§  20-25,  art.  9)  which  conferred  upon  the 
city  exclusive  control  of  all  local  or  diunicipal  affairs  without  central 
interference  does  not  prevent  the  Missouri  Commission  from  regulating 
the  rates  of  its  water  plant  in  view  of  the  constitutional  provisions  re- 
quiring municipal  charters  to  be  in  harmony  with  and  subject  to  the 
laws  of  the  state  (Mo.  Const.  §§  22,  23,  art.  9),  and  providing  that  the 
general  assembly  shall  hare  the  same  power  over  the  city  of  St.  Louis 
that  it  has  over  cities  (Mo.  Const.  §  25,  art.  9),  since  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  Law  conferring  exclusive  jurisdiction  upon  the  Com- 
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misfiion  to  regulate  rates  of  all  public  utilities  superHeded  all  conflict- 
ing laws  and  municipal  charters  upon  the  same  subject.  'Civic  League 
V.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S. 
C.  R.  412). 

o.  Conflict  in  rate^making  authorities, 

38.  Chapter  93,  Session  Laws  1913,  entitled  "An  Act  to  Extend  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Corporation  Commission  over  the  Rates,  Charges, 
Services,  and  Practice  of  Water,  Heat,  Light,  and  Power  Companies, 
and  to  Give  Said  Commission  General  Supervision  over  Sueh  Utilities, 
and  Declaring  an  Emergency,"  is  repugnant  to  and  in  conflict  with 
that  part  of  §  593,  Rev.  Laws  of  Oklahoma  1910,  conferring  the  power 
on  cities  of  the  first  class  to  regulate  by  ordinance  the  prices  to  be 
paid  for  gas  or  lights,  and  operates  as  a  repeal  thereof.  Pawhuska  v. 
Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  226  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — , 
166  Pac.  1058). 

39.  Section  18,  article  9,  of  the  Constitution,  did  not  confer  upon 
the  Corporation  Commission  jurisdiction  and  power  to  ^tl  rates  for  a 
gas  company  furnishing  gas  within  the  limits  of  a  city  under  franchise 
from  the  city.  Pawhuska  v.  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1IU7F,  226  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  166  Pac.  1058). 

40.  The  legislature  may  confer  upon  an  administrative  Commission 
power  to  revise  telephone  rates  fixed  by  a  municipal  franchise,  where 
the  municipality  has  not  been  granted  express  power  to  fix  rates  for 
public  utilities.  Woodburn  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Or.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  967   (S.  C.  82  Or.  114,  L.R.A.1917C,  98,  161  Pac.  391). 

41.  The  Illinois  Public  Utilities  Act,  authorizing  the  Commission 
to  fix  street  railway  fares,  does  not  violate  the  constitutional  provision 
(art.  11,  §  4)  that  the  legislature  may  not  grant  the  right  to  con- 
struct and  operate  a  street  railroad  within  a  municipality  without  re- 
quiring the  consent  of  the  local  authorities  having  control  of  streets. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago  &  W.  T. 
R.  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275  111.  555,  114  N.  W.  325). 

42.  The  power  of  the  Illinois  Commission  to  fix  rates  for  street 
railwayiB  in  the  city  of  Chicago  is  not  affected  by  the  constitutional 
provision  (art,  4,  §  34)  airthorizing  the  legislature  to  provide  local 
municipal  government  for  the  city.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission 
ex  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago  k  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046 
(S.  C.  275  111.  665,  114  N.  W.  326). 

43.  Regulation  by  the  (Commissioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
the  fares  of  a  street  railway  using  the  Aqueduct  bridge,  as  provided 
by  Act  of  Congress  of  January  29,  1903,  §  9,  is  not  incompatible  with 
regulation  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  under  ^\  97  and  99  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Act.  Re  Washington  &  0.  D.  R.  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  221. 

44.  The  regulation  of  the  fares  of  the  Washington  k  Old  Dominion 
Railway,  operating  between  the  south  end  of  the  Aqueduct  bridge  and 
the  railway  terminal  in  the  city  of  Washington,  is  not  under  the  ex- 
clusive jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  but  is 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  since  the 
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service  is  intradistrict  service.    Re  Washington  &  0.  D.  R.  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  221. 

///.  Potter  of  cities. 

45.  A  constitutional  provision  granting  municipalities  power  to  en- 
act and  amend  their  charters,  and  adopt  local  or  special  laws,  does  not 
confer  power  to  regulate  rates  of  public  utilities;  since  the  right  to 
r^^late  rates  is  a  matter  of  general  concern,  and  does  not  pertain 
solely  to  local  municipal  affairs.  Woodburn  v.  Public  Service  Com- 
mission (Or.)  P.U.R.1917B,  967  (S.  C.  82  Or.  114,  L.R.A.1917C,  98, 
leiPac.  391). 

IV.  Filing  of  rate  schedules. 

Application  to  file  rates  under  South  Dakota  statute,  see  Procedure,  5. 
Applying  to  Commission  for  establishment  of  rates  as  changing  service 
from  private  to  a  public  service,  see  PrnLic  Utilities,  29, 

46.  It  18  unlawful  for  a  telephone  company  to  operate  upon  an 
assessment  basis  and  to  require  that  intending  subscribers  become  stock- 
holders and  furnish  their  own  equipment  and  construct  their  own  line, 
where  the  statute  requires  telephone  companies  to  adopt  and  file  with 
the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissionera  a  schedule  of  every  rate  or 
charge  before  transacting  business,  and  requires  that  such  rates  be 
collected  from  all  persons;  since  the  rates  fixed  should  be  high  enough 
to  cover  operating  expenses,  and  to  set  aside  a  surplus  or  depreciation 
fund  to  take  care  of  replacement  of  the  plant  as  it  is  worn  out,  and 
all  the  equipment  should  be  owned  by  the  company.  Re  Indian  Creek 
Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  633. 

47.  The  publication  and  filing  of  railroad  rates  with  the  Commis- 
sion does  not  impart  validity  to  audi  rates  so  as  to  relieve  the  car- 
rier from  any  violations  of  law  through  the  charging  of  such  rates, 
such  as  violations  of  the  long  and  short  haul  provision  of  the  state 
Constitution  and  statutes.  Independent  Breweries  Co.  v.  St.  Louis,  J. 
M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  100  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  620). 

F.  Procedure  in  rate'tnaking  proceedings. 

Procedure  in  rate  proceeding  before  Commission  as  denial  of  due  proc- 
ess, see  Constitutional  Law,  9. 

Estoppel  to  bring  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin  confiscatory  state  rate, 
see  Estoppel,  3,  4. 

Preliminary  injunction  against  statutes  and  Commission  order  fixing 
rates,  see  Injunction,  4-7. 

Failure  to  file  a  statement  of  valuation,  as  affecting  validity  of  order 
fixing  rates,  see  Orders,  3. 

Stockholder  as  proper  party  in  rate  proceeding,  see  Parties,  6,  9. 

Necessity  of  filing  protest  to  proposed  increase  in  rates,  see  Pleading, 
5. 

Dismissal  of  bill  to  enjoin  enforcement  of  rates  in  advance  of  actual 
trial,  see  Procedure,  3. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 20. 
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Dismissal  of  complaint  against  refusal  of  utility  to  extend  contract 
service,  see  Pbocedube,  4. 

Scope  of  investigation  under  complaint  alleging  excessive  and  discrimi- 
natory rates,  see  Pboceditbe,  7. 

48'.  The  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Company  Law  requiring  thirty 
days'  notice  to  the  Commission  and  to  the  public  of  proposed  changes 
in  tariff  schedules,  plainly  stating  the  exact  changes  to  be  made  and 
whether  an  increase  or  decrease  will  result,  is  not  complied  with  by 
the  filing  of  a  two-page  typewritten  folder  with  the  Commission  by  a 
street  railway  company,  and  the  placing  of  a  copy  thereof  in  the  gen- 
eral offices  of  the  company  and  its  despatchers'  offices  in  its  various  car 
barns,  the  only  indication  in  such  notice  of  any  changes  being  a  nota- 
tion that  "increases  are  shown  in  black  type;"  it  appearing  that  there 
was,  in  fact,  no  **black  type"  except  in  the  notice  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission.    Jacoby  v.  Pittsburgh  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917B,  443. 

49.  A  reduction  in  rates  ordered  by  the  Commission  should  be  put 
into  effect  at  once,  where  a  large  amount  of  excessive  charges  have  been 
collected  since  complaint  was  made,  and  the  consumer  has  no  redresa 
against  such  overcharges.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

50.  An*  application  for  an  increase  in  water  rates  may  be  considered 
while  the  property  is  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  and  without  waiting 
for  the  property  to  be  disposed  of  and  the  receivership  wound  up. 
Re  Benwood  &  McM.  Consol.  Water  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  460. 

51.  Free  gas  service  should  be  continued  as  required  by  a  municipal 
ordinance  where  the  schedule  of  rates  established  by  an  order  of  the 
Commission,  entered  upon  an  application  by  the  utility,  has  been  sus- 
pended by  an  appeal  to  the  court  taken  by  the  utility.  St.  Clair  Coun- 
ty Gaa  &  E.  Co.  v.  Belleville  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  215. 

52.  The  California  Commission  will  not  determine  the  ownership  of 
irrigation  ditches  in  a  rate-making  proceeding  upon  the  challenge  of 
title  by  consumers  objecting  to  an  increase  in  rates,  and  a  request  that 
the  Commission  require  another  company  to  furnish  water  through 
the  ditches  as  it  had  contracted  to  do,  where  the  company  in  posses- 
sion has  operated  and  maintained  the  system  under  claim  of  ownership 
for  a  number  of  years;  it  being  the  duty  of  the  Commission,  in  such  a 
case,  to  indulge  the  presumption  of  ownership  in  the  operating  company, 
and  to  fix  proper  rates,  leaving  any  questions  as  to  the  title  to  prop- 
erty, breach  of  contract,  or  invasion  of  rights  of  the  parties,  for  de- 
termination by  the  courts.  Re  Gridley  Land  &  Irrig.  Co.  (CaL)  P.U.R 
1917A,  646. 

F/.  Rate  (contracts. 

Contract  fixing  rates  as  defense  to  action  against  city  to  recover  rates 
established  by  Commission,  se'e  TbiaI/,  5. 

53.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  will  not  approve  a  contract  for 
street  lighting  which  is  coupled  with  an  agreement  that  the  company 
supply  domestic  consumers  at  not  to  exceed  a  specified  rate  for  a  period 
of  ten  years,  since  the  fixing  of  rates  for  service  should  at  all  times 
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remain  under  the  control  of  the  Commission.     Re  Schuylkill  Electric 
Co.  <Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  783. 

54.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  will  not  disapprove  a  contract  be- 
tween a  utility  and  a  municipality  for  service  on  the  sole  ground  that  a 
lower  price  was  offered  by  an  unsuccessful  bidder.  Re. Schuylkill  Elec- 
tric Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  783. 

VII.  Bresum/ptiwia  €md  hurden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of 

rates. 

55.  The  utility  has  the  burden  under  the  Missouri  statute  (P.  S.  C. 
L.  §  70)  of  showing  that  a  proposed  rate  increase  is  reasonable.  Ander- 
son v.  Clint<»i  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  31. 

56.  Under  the  Massachusetts  statute  (Stat.  1913,  chap.  784,  §  21), 
the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  a  railroad  company  to  show  that  a  pro- 
posed  increase  in  rates  is  necessary  in  order  to  obtain  a  reasonable  com- 
pensation for  the  service  rendered.  Re  Boston  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  875. 

57.  The. lowest  freight  rates  for  the  same  service  are  presumed  to 
be  reasonable,  and  the  burden  of  proving  differences  in  conditions  justi- 
fying differences  in  such  rates  is  upon  the  carrier.  Martin  v.  Chicago, 
M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  883. 

58.  Tlie  burden  of  proof  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  a  proposed  ad- 
vance in  rates  attacked  by  patrons  of  the  utility  should  be  shifted  to 
the  corporation  where  the  increase  will  create  a  condition  different  from 
the  common  practice  of  utilities  of  the  class  to  which  the  corporation 
belongs,  and  where  the  company  seeks  to  justify  it  because  it  has  as- 
sumed liabilities  that  are  not  necessary  for  the  promotion  of  the  specific 
service  which  the  utility  undertakes  to  perform.  Dobson  v.  Kensington 
R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1917F,  102. 

59.  The  burden  of  proof  as  to  the  unreasonableness  of  proposed  in- 
creases in  telephone  rates  is  upon  the  complainant.  Walton  v.  Walton 
People's  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  774. 

60.  The  burden  is  not  upon  protestants,  at  whose  instance  suspension 
of  railroad  rates  is  ordered,  to  show  satisfactory  reasons  why  the  sus- 
pended rates  are  unreasonable.  Re  Denver  &>  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  195. 

61.  Railroad  rates  that  are  lower  than  the  established  maximum 
rates  are  prima  facie  reasonable,  and  the  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the 
parties  protesting  against  such  rates  to  show  their  unreasonableness. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  8.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  271   (S.  C.  278  111.  58,  115  N.  E.  904). 

62.  The  fact  that  the  railroad  acquiesced  in  a  void  order  of  the 
Commission  suspending  its  rates,  that  were  prima  facie  reasonable  be- 
cause less  than  the  established  maximum  rates,  does  not  change  the 
position  of  the  parties  on  the  hearing  to  determine  the  reasonableness 
of  such  rates,  so  as  to  put  the  railroad  in  the  position  of  asking  for  an 
increase  in  rates,  since  the  rights  of  the  parties  as  to  the  burden  of 
proof  must  be  determined  as  of  the  time  the  order  was  made.  State 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.UJt.l917E,  271  (S.  C.  278  111.  58,  115  N.  E.  904). 
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63.  The  mere  fact  that  a  commodity  rate  is  lower  than  the  class 
rate  to  which  it  belongs  does  not  make  it  prima  facie  reasonable.  He 
Boston  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  875. 

G4.  The  burden  of  justifying  a  proposed  increase  in  a  railroad  rate 
is  not  met  by  showing  that  the  rate  is  little  used  or  that  other  rates 
may  be  increased  by  reason  of  such  increase.  Re  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R. 
Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  45  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  537). 

05.  The  burden  of  justifying  a  proposed  increase  on  a  part  of  a 
railroad  line  of  long-established  rates  is  not  met  by  showing  that  the 
increase  will  put  towns  on  a  parity,  where  there  is  no  general  dissimi- 
larity of  conditions  on  the  different  parts  of  the  line.  Re  St.  Louis  &  8. 
F.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  39  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  649). 

66.  The  rates  of  a  railway  company  operated  in  conjunction  with 
another  company,  under  an  agreement  unfavorable  to  the  patrons  of  the 
former,  should  not  be  approved  until  the  accounts  of  the  two  com- 
panies are  kept  separate  and  it  is  demonstrated  that  the  revenues  of 
the  company  seeking  to  advance  its  rates  are  insufficient  to  pay  its  op- 
erating expenses  and  its  legitimate  obligations.  Dobson  v.  Kensington 
R.  Co.  (Md.)  P.U.R.1917F,  102. 

VIII.  Rates  for  municipal  plants. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  rates  for  municipal  plant,  see  supra, 
36. 

67.  The  preparation  of  an  equitable  schedule  of  rates  for  a  munici- 
pal plant  devolves  primarily  upon  the  municipality  and  is  confided  to 
its  judgment  and  discretion,  with  which  the  Missouri  Commission  will 
not  interfere  except  where  the  state  law  has  not  been  observed.  Civic 
League  v.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1017B,  676  (S.  C.  4  Mo. 
P.  S.  C.  R.  412). 

IX,  Kinds  of  rates. 
Riglit  to  classify  rates,  see  Discrimination,  28>32. 

a.  Minimum  hill  or  service  charge. 

68.  A  minimum  charge  implies  that  it  will  be  absorbed  in  the  rate 
in  case  a  certain  amount  of  the  commodity  is  used,  while  a  readiness  to 
serve  charge  may  or  may  not  be  so  absorbed.  Re  Ashtabula  Gas  Co. 
(Ohio)   P.U.R.1917D,  790. 

69.  The  "ready  to  serve**  charge  is  justified  on  the  ground  that  the 
utility  may  require  each  patron  to  pay  a  reasonable  amount,  based  upon 
the  sixe  of  the  service  pipe,  to  reimburse  it  for  the  cost  of  so  much  of 
its  plant  as  is  required  to  enable  it  to  stand  ready  at  all  times  to  serve 
its  patrons.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
390. 

70.  A  quarterly  "ready  to  serve"  charge  graduated  according  to  the 
size  of  the  service  pipe  was  substituted  for  an  annual  flat  "minimiun" 
charge  for  a  water  utility.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  390. 
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71.  In  substituting  a  consumer  charge  for  a  minimum  charge,  the 
New  York  Commission,  First  District,  recognized  the  constant  con- 
sumer  cost  which  should  be  borne  equitably  by  all  consumers.  Re  New 
York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  773. 

72.  The  cost  for  domestic,  industrial,  and  public  consumers  of  water 
service  should  be  met  by  a  fixed  service  charge  payable  whether  water 
is  taken  or  not,  and  a  charge  covering  proportional  or  variable  costs. 
Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  147. 

73.  The  fixed  consumer  expense  should  be  treated  as  a  service  charge 
to  be  paid  by  the  consumer  regardless  of  the  amount  of  the  commodity 
consumed.  Kennedy  v.  De  Kalb-Sycamore  Electric  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
11>17E,  288. 

74.  A  rate  schedule  imposing  a  minimum  service  charge  of  50  cents 
per  month  for  gas,  which  does  not  apply  where  the  amount  consumed 
at  the  regular  rates  equals  or  exceeds  the  minimum  charge,  does  not 
violate  a  franchise  provision  fixing  maximum  rates,  nor  a  provision 
against  charging  more  than  charged  in  other  localities,  where  the  con- 
sumers are  not  required  to  pay  any  more  for  the  gas  actually  sold  to 
them,  than  the  consumers  in  other  localities  served  by  the  company. 
Frankfort  v.  Utica  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  900. 

75.  In  establishing  water  rates,  the  Illinois  Commission  took  care 
of  average  variations  in  the  cost  of  rendering  service  to  large  and  small 
consumers,  by  varying  the  service  chargea  proportionately  to  the  size 
of  meters,  and  by  diminishing  the  consumption  charge  with  large  and 
long-hour  usage.  Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  <I11.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
838. 

76.  A  minimum  bill  should  embrace,  in  addition  to  the  fixed  consumer 
'  expense,  the  average  cost  of  the  conunodity  consumed  under  the  mini- 
mum   quantity      Kennedy   v.    De    Kalb-Sycamore    Electric    Co.    (111.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  288. 

77.  A  schedule  of  gas  rates  should  include  a  minimum  charge,  since 
the  policy  of  encouraging  sales  to  small  consumers  should  not  be  carried 
so  far  as  entirely  to  relieve  them  from  making  any  contribution  to  the 
upkeep  and  maintenance  of  the  system.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

78.  A  minimum  charge  may  be  made  for  each  building  or  portion  of 
a  building  occupied  by  a  separate  family,  but  no  additional  charge 
should  be  made  for  a  garage,  stable,  or  other  building  used  in  connec- 
tion with  a  residence.  Bradley  Beach  v.  Monmouth  County  Water  Co. 
(X.  J.)   P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

79.  In  the  absence  of  evidence  showing  an  inadequate  return,  the 
Oklahoma  Commission  will  not  permit  an  electric  company  to  establish 
a  minimum  charge  where  it  had  waived  its  right  to  collect  such  rate 
by  a  contract  with  the  municipality  for  a  good  consideration.  Re  Ok- 
raulgee  Ice  A  Light  Co.  (OkU.)  P.U.R.1917C.  378. 

b.  Bate  Jm^ed  on  sli^ng  »caie. 

80.  Electric  rates  should  be  based  upon  a  sliding  scale  with  a  proper 
minimum  charge,  as  this  method,  in  connection  with  a  mettred  current, 
insures  uniformity,  removes  discrimination,  and  assures  the  utility  re- 
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muncration  for  all  service  rendered.     Williamston  r.  Williamston  Il- 
luminating Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

81.  A  municipal  franchise  naming  a  maximum  rate  does  not  prevent 
the  utility  from  basing  its  rates  upon  a  sliding  scale.  Williamston  v. 
Williamston  Illuminating  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

c.  FUU  or  metered  rates. 

Utility  to  notify  consumers  of  financial  disadvantage  of  prepayment 
meters,  see  infra,  164. 

82.  A  utility  should  not  furnish  the  same  character  of  service  upon 
both  a  flat  and  a  metered  rate  basis  regardless  of  the  fact  that  both 
charges  might  be  equal  and  equitable  Williamston  v.  Williamston  Il- 
luminating Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

83.  In  changing  from  flat  rates,  the  Illinois  Commission,  in  the 
absence  of  specific  data  as  to  the  amount  of  consumption  of  water,  es- 
established  meter  rates  reviewable,  upon  application,  after  a  year's  triaL 
Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

84.  Under  a  franchise  requiring  the  utility  to  furnish  metered  serv- 
ice for  "all  water  used  by  private  consumers,"  and  making  no  reference 
to  any  right  to  charge  a  flat  rate  for  any  purpose,  the  utility  should 
allow  builders  who  desire  to  take  water  for  building  purposes,  the 
option  of  taking  such  water  on  the  establiphed  flat-rate  basis  or  through 
a  meter.  Bradley  Beach  v.  Monmouth  County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

85.  A  municipal  franchise  naming  a  maximum  amount  per  year  for 
each  electric  street  lamp  and  a  maximum  amount  per  candle  power  per 
week  for  incandescent  lights  does  not  prevent  the  parties  from  adopting 
an  equitable  plan  placing  street  lighting  upon  a  metered  rate  basis,  nor 
prevent  the  utility  from  supplying  residential  or  commercial  lighting 
upon  a  flat  or  metered  rate  basis.  VYilliamston  v.  Williamston  Il- 
luminating Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

86.  The  Illinois  Commission,  although  favoring  general  meter  serv- 
ice whenever  practicable,  will  not  require  it  in  the  case  6f  eonsumers 
receiving  service  during  fourteen  days  only  of  each  year.  Re  Lincoln 
Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  102. 

d.  Rates  for  seasonal  service. 

See  also  supra,  86. 

87.  It  is  reasonable  that  an  applicant  for  seasonal  terrioe  should 
be  required  to  contract  for  a  definite  length  of  season  during  each  year 
of  the  life  of  his  contract,  but  he  should  not  be  required  to  forecast 
definitely  the  date  when  he  desires  such  season  to  start.  Re  Seui  Joa- 
quin Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

88.  Additional  service  to  seasonal  eonsumers,  if  continuous,  should 
l)e  given  at  the  same  rate  as  though  the  extra  period  had  been  included 
in  the  original  contract.  Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.mnE,  411. 
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Z.  Elements  to  he  eoneidered  in  determining  retteonableness. 

a.  In  general. 

Rate  increase  to  provide  for  discount  for  prompt  payment,  see  Pay- 
ment, 10. 

Increased  operating  expenses  as  "emergency,"  under  statute  authoriz- 
ing Conunission  to  suspend  rates,  see  infra,  210. 

Annotation   on   burden   of   proof   as   to   reasonableness   of   rates, 
P.U.R.1917E,  p.  778. 

89.  In  fixing  reasonable  rates,  a  Commission  cannot  be  controlled 
alone  by  the  saving  effected  to  the  consumers,  but  must  take  into  con- 
sideration the  net  reduction  in  the  revenues  of  the  company  and  the 
effect  upon  the  return  to  which  the  company  is  entitled.  Re  New  York 
&  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  773. 

90.  In  the  making  of  public  utility  rates  a  fixed  and  mathematical 
rule  can  seldom  be  applied  with  exact  justice;  and  public  supervisory 
commissions  are  warranted  in  taking  into  consideration,  to  an  extent, 
not  only  the  cost,  but  the  value,  of  the  service  rendered  and  equities 
which  may  have  arisen  from  long-established  custom  or  practice.  Re 
Boston  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  833. 

91.  In  arriving  at  a  just  and  reasonable  rate,  it  is  essential  that 
the  Commission  should  determine  not  only  the  value  of  the  property, 
but  also  the  operating  expenses,  the  amount  to  be  set  aside  for  contin- 
gencies and  for  depreciation  or  amortization,  and  what  rate  of  return 
should  be  allowed  upon  the  investments  Re  Ashtabula  Gas  Co.  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1917D,  790. 

92.  In  fixing  a  rate  for  commutation  sendee,  consideration  must  be 
given  to  the  fact  that  a  radical  increase  will  tend  to  disrupt  the  com- 
munity life  of  those  dependent  upon  the  service,  injure  their  investments 
and  business  relations,  and  result  in  the  removal  of  many  commuters 
to  the  town  in  which  they  are  employed.  Re  San  Francisco,  N.  &  C.  R. 
Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  646. 

93.  Results  obtained  from  investigations  of  an  interstate  carrier  dur- 
ing the  months  of  November  and  December  as  a  test  period  afford  a 
basis  for  argument  as  to  constant  conditions  upon  the  issue  whether  the 
rates  fixed  by  the  Arkansas  Railroad  Commission  for  intrastate  traffic 
are  confiscatory.  Rowland  v.  Boyle  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917E,  685  (S.  C. 
244  U.  S.  106,  61  L.  ed.  1022,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  677). 

94.  Before  a  utility  company  can  reasonably  expect  to  make  an  in- 
crease in  rates,  it  must  put  its  plant  and  equipment  in  condition  to 
furnish  satisfactory  service,  and  actually  supply  service  of  a  reasonable 
grade.  Re  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  k  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
628. 

95.  An  interurban  railway  should  be  permitted  to  increase  its  rate 
of  fare  although  the  new  rate  will  be  above  that  charged  by  a  compet- 
ing line,  where  its  present  rates  are  insufficient  to  yield  a  fair  return 
and  the  increased  fare  is  not  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  service.  Re 
New  Jersey  &  P.  Traction  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  72. 
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5.  Comparison  of  rates. 

1,  In  general. 

Lowest  freight  rate  for  same  service  presumed  reasonable,  see  supra,  57. 

Annotation  on  comparison  of  rates,  P.U.R.1917K,  p.  731). 

96.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  freight  rates,  the  Iowa 
Commission  is  required  to  consider  tlie  rates  in  the  state  and  the  rates 
in  other  states.  Martin  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  883. 

97.  In  deciding  whether  gas  rates  for  a  city  in  tlie  L'nited  States 
are  sufficiently  high,  rates  of  the  same  company  in  an  adjacent  city  in 
Canada  cannot  be  considered.  Murchie  v  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  384, 

98.  The  probable  consumption  of  flat-rate  water  consumers  is,  in 
the  absence  of  other  data,  to  be  based  on  the  averages  of  similar  con- 
sumption of  similar  consumers  in  similar  territories.  Pekin  v.  Pekin 
Waterworks  Co    (111.)  P.U  R.1917C,  838. 

99.  Comparisons  of  rates  in  one  city  with  those  in  others  are  help- 
ful in  fixing  electric  rates,  especially  where  the  conditions  are  known, 
even  though  each  case  depends  upon  the  particular  facts.  Re  Kansas 
City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U  R.1917C.  728. 

2.  Necessity  of  similarity  of  conditions, 

100.  Comparisons  are  of  little  aid  in  testing  the  reasonableness  of 
rates,  unless  the  conditions  are  similar.  Greensburg  t.  Westmoreland 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

101  Comparison  of  rates  affords  no  criterion  for  determining  the 
reasonableness,  where  the  circumstances  and  conditions  of  operation  are 
dissimilar.    Re  Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N    Y.)   P.U.R.1917D,  777. 

102.  Comparison  of  freight  rates  for  different  parts  of  the  state  fur- 
nish no  criterion  for  rate  making  where  the  existing  circumstances  and 
conditions  are  entirely  dissimilar.  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce V.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917D,  334. 

103.  Comparison  of  distance  class  freight  rates  in  other  states  is  of 
no  value  for  rate  making  in  the  absence  of  evidence  explaining  the  rates 
and  the  circumstances  and  conditions  existing  in  those  states.  San 
Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (CaL)  P.L.R.1917D, 
334. 

104.  That  a  rate  in  one  locality  may  differ  from  the  rate  in  another 
locality  is  not  of  itself,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  showing  similarity  of 
conditions,  sufficient  to  establish  that  the  higher  rate  is  unjust  or  un- 
reasonable. Runk  V.  Allentown-Bethlehem  Gas  Co.  (Pa.)  P.l'.R.1917C, 
Oil. 

10.5.  Tlie  fact  that  rates  for  utility  service  in  one  municipality  are 
greater  than  those  prescribed  for  a  similar  service  in  other  municipali- 
ties is  immaterial  on  the  question  of  reasonableness,  where  the  circum- 
stances and  conditions  under  which  the  service  is  rendered  are  dissimi- 
lar. Re  New  York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
773. 
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106.  The  faet  that  other  cities  of  similar  population  within  the  state 
are  procuring  artificial  gas  at  a  much  lower  rate  is  some  evidence  that 
the  defendant's  rates  complained  of  are  unreasonable,  where  it  appears 
that  defendant  can  buy  coal  at  less  than  the  average  market  price  in 
the  state,  and  that  the  character  of  the  ground  is  not  such  as  to  make 
the  coBstruction  of  the  plant  more  expensive  than  in  other  cities.  State 
ex  rel.  Watts  Engineering  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Ckimmission  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  681  (S.  C.  2«9  Mo.  526,  191  S.  W.  412). 

107.  A  tentative  sdiedule  of  telephone  rates  maj  be  made  by  com- 
parison with  the  reasonable  rates  of  other  comparable  communities,  a 
valuation  of  the  property  not  having  been  made.  Morrill  v.  Wisconsin 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  339. 

108.  That  commutation  rates  of  another  road,  serving  a  more  densely 
populated  district,  are  lower  than  those  under  investigation,  while  not 
conclusive,  is  strong  evidence  that  the  latter  rates  are  unreasonably 
low.     Re  San  Francisco,  N.  &  C.  R.  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.IOHE,  546. 

100.  Comparison  of  rates  and  distances  between  different  points, 
where  distance  is  not  the  controlling  factor  in  fixing  the  rates,  do  not 
in  and  of  themselves  establish  the  reasonableness  or  unreasonableness  of 
any  rate.  Vaughn  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (W'is.)  P.U.R. 
191 7E,  382. 

110.  A  railroad  company  does  not  sustain  the  burden  of  proving  the 
reasonableness  of  a  proposed  increase  in  commodity  rates  by  evidence 
of  competitive  rates  on  other  commodities,  where  the  comparisons  are 
insufficient  in  number  to  serve  as  a  basis  for  sound  conclusion,  and  are 
weakened  by  absence  of  information  as  to  tonnage,  value,  method  of 
loading,  etc    Re  Boston  k  A.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  875. 

8.  Effect  of  competition, 

111.  Competitive  rates  are  not  necessarily  a  proper  basis  of  com- 
paris<!)n  for  arriving  at  reasonable  rates.  Vaughn  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Chicago 
ft  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  382. 

112.  The  rule  that  rates  of  a  competitive  nature  cannot  be  used  as  a 
measure  for  rates  between  noncompetitive  points  is  inapplicable  if  the 
competitive  rates  in  and  of- themselves  are  fully  remunerative.  Re 
Southern  P.  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917C,  53. 

113.  The  burden  of  proving  that  a  proposed  increase  in  a  commodity 
rate  between  certain  points  over  a  rate  established  to  meet  competition 
is  necessary  "in  order  to  obtain  a  reasonable  compensation  for  the  serv- 
ice rendered"  is  not  sustained  in  the  face  of  evidence  that  rates  on  the 
same  commodity  are  lower  to  more  distant  points,  although  latter  rates 
ar«  also  competitive.    Re  Boston  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  876. 

c.  Value  of  service. 

Annotation   on  the  cost  and  value   of   service   as  affecting  rates, 
P.U.RJ917F,  p.  740. 

114.  Two  tests  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  classification  of  electric 
consumers  are  the  value  of  the  service  aqd  the  cost  of  the  service.  Re 
Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 
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115.  Irrigation  rates  should  bear  an  equitable  relation  to  the  cost  of 
rendering  the  senrice,  but  in  no  event  should  be  in  ezeess  of  the  value 
of  such  service  to  the  consumers.  Merriman  v.  Luse  Co.  (Or.) 
P.UJ1.1917F,  244. 

116.  Rates  cannot  be  based  upon  the  value  of  the  property  where  they 
will  thereby  be  more  than  the  service  is  worth.  Re  Lake  Hemet  Water 
Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  468. 

117.  The  value  of  service,  as  reflected  by  what  other  companies  charge 
for  similar  seryice  under  comparable  conditions,  is  an  element  to  be 
considered  in  fixing  rates.  Re  Kent  Water  &  Li^t  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  394. 

118.  Gas  rates  should  not  be  more  than  the  reasonable  value  of  the 
service.    Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gasli^t  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

d.  Cost  of  service. 

Rates  below  cost  of  service  for  manufacturing  purposes  when  higher 
rate  is  charged  for  general  use  as  denial  of  constitutional  right, 
se^  CoNSTiTUTioxAL  Law,  17. 

Municipal  street  lighting  rates  fixed  in  accordance  with  cost  of  service, 

see  DiSCBIMINATION,  47. 

Discussion  of  the  cost  of  service  as  an  element  of  rate  making, 
P.U.R.1917C,  p.  655. 

119.  Electric  rates  should  take  account  of  expense  directly  assign- 
able to  the  individual  consumer  or  to  a  special  class  of  consumers; 
either  directly  through  a  special  meter,  consumer,  or  minimum  charge, 
or  indirectly  through  the  rate  for  current.  Morite  v.  Edison  Electric 
Ilhiminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

120.  A  telephone  company  was  not  allowed  to  make  a  rate  for  the 
second  and  third  telephones  of  a  single  subscriber  lower  than  tlie  rate 
for  his  initial  telephone,  or  to  make  certain  rates  for  private  lines  or 
for  extension  telephones,  where  the  cost  of  service  would  exceed  the 
rates.    Re  Franksville  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  270. 

121.  Rates  for  natural  gas  in  a  particular  city  served  by  a  utility 
producing  part  and  purchasing  part  of  its  supply  should  be  based  upon 
the  value  of  the  entire  investment  of  the  utility,  taking  into  consider- 
ation the  cost  of  the  gas  produced  and  the  cost  of  the  gas  purchased, 
rather  than  a  method  that  would  base  the  rates  upon  the  cost  of  gas  at 
the  city  limits,  and  that  would  make  an  allowance  for  a  return  on  the 
city  plant  only.    Re  Osage  &  0.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  42G. 

122.  That  gas  has  been  sold  for  fuel  at  less  than  cost  should  not  be 
given  too  great  a  prominence  in  fixing  a  rate  for  all  uses,  where  the 
increased  use  for  fuel  has  effected  some  reduction  in  the  average  cost  of 
production.    Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

e.  Voluntarily  established  rates, 

123.  A  natural  gas  company  may  be  permitted  to  increase  a  rate  in 
order  to  secure  an  adequate  return  although  the  present  rate  was  vol- 
untarily established  by  it;  sin^ce  the  general  rule  that  a  rate  voluntarily 
established  by  a  public  utility  company  is  presumed  to  be  reasonable 
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should  not  be  striotly  applied  in  the  case  of  a  natural  gas  company, 
owing  to  the  peculhlr  hazards  of  the  business.  Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1017A,  923. 

124.  The  facts  that  a  commutation  fare  has  been  in  force  for  a  num- 
ber of  years,  and  that  it  was  fixed  by  agreement  between  the  carrier 
and  the  chamber  of  commerce,  while  enlightening,  is  not  conclusive  evi- 
dence of  its  reasonableness.  Re  San  Francisco,  N.  k  C.  R.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  646. 

f.  Increased  or  decreased  uae. 

125.  In  fixing  rates,  consideration  may  be  given  to  the  probable  in- 
crease of  business  likely  to  result  from  lower  charges.  Re  Los  Angeles 
Gas  &  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  717. 

126.  Failure  to  allow  for  the  increase  of  travel  that  will  follow  the 
reduction  in  rates  does  not  require  the  reversal  of  a  decree  enjoining 
the  enforcement  of  state  regulation  of  the  rates  for  intrastate  traffic  on 
an  interstate  carrier  as  confiscatory,  where  the  record  makes  such  sup- 
posed increase  at  best  a  guess.  Rowland  v.  Boyle  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
685  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  lOG,  61  L.  ed.  1022,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  577). 

g,  CompeHtian. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  carrier  to  reduce  rates  to  meet  com- 
petition, see  supra,  27. 

Discussion   as  to  competition   as  factor  in  rate  making,   P.U.R. 
1917D,  p.  647. 

127.  An  interurban  railway  may,  in  order  to  meet  competition,  charge 
relatively  lower  rates  upon  parts  of  the  system,  provided  no  higher 
rates  are  charged  upon  other  parts  than  would  otherwise  be  permis- 
sible. Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1917  A,  331. 

128.  The  New  Jersey  Commission  will  not  deny  a  utility  the  right 
to  increase  its  rates  to  produee  a  reasonable  return  merely  because  it 
will  encourage  competition  with  another  utility  charging  the  present 
rate, — especially  where  the  utility  entered  the  territory  served  by  an- 
other at  a  time  when  it  was  the  policy  of  the  state  to  encourage  and 
promote  competition  in  the  utility  field.  Re  New  Jersey  k  P.  Traction 
Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  72. 

129.  A  consolidated  utility  should  be  authorized  to  charge  rates  that 
will  yield  a  reasonable  return,  although  it  will  necessitate  an  increase 
of  existing  rates  that  were  established  a^  the  result  of  competition.  Re 
Santa  Barbara  Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  768. 

h.  Effect  of  increased  coat  of  coal. 

Annotation   on   fixing  of  rates   to   meet   increased   cost   of   coal, 
P.U.R.1917F,  p.  23. 

130.  On  acount  of  an  abnormally  high  price  of  coal  -a  rate  for  electric 
current  varying  with  the  price  of  coal  from  which  it  is  produced  is 
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reasonable.     Re  Rockingham  County  Light  A  P.  Co.    (N.  H.)   P.U.R. 
1917F,  24. 

131.  In  view  of  the  increasing  cost  of  coal,  the  coal  prices  during  the 
season  1915-16  were  taken  as  the  basis  for  determining  steam  heating 
rates  with  provision  made  for  a  variable  rate  differential,  both  up  and 
down,  predicated  upon  the  future  average  cost  of  coal  to  the  utility. 
Re  Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  12. 

132.  A  schedule  of  electric  rates  based  upon  the  average  cost  of  coal 
as  determined  at  the  end  of  each  month,  whereby  all  consumers'  bills 
are  increased  or  decreased  1  per  cent  there^  for  each  10  cents  per  ton 
of  cost  of  coal  in  excess  or  below  a  certain  figure  representing  the  aver- 
age cost  prior  to  June  30,  1916,  is  discriminatory  against  the  small 
consumer,  since  the  coal  cost  constitutes  a  smaller  percentage  of  the 
total  cost  of  service  to  a  small  consumer  than  of  the  total  cost  of  serv- 
ice to  a  large  consumer.  Re  Bridgeton  Electric  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
205. 

133.  A  schedule  of  electric  rates  based  upon  the  average  cost  of  coal 
as  determined  at  the  end  of  each  month  is  illegal  where  the  statute 
requires  utilities  to  file  schedules  showing  rates  in  force  at  the  time 
the  service  is  rendered  and  imposes  ujK>n  the  Commission  the  duty  of 
fixing  just  and  reasonable  rates  and  prohibits  a  utility  from  increas- 
ing any  rate  except  upon  a  showing  before  the  Commission  and  a  find- 
ing by  the  Commission  that  an  increase  is  justified,  since  the  approval 
of  such  a  schedule  of  rates  would  amount  to  a  delegation  of  the  Com- 
mission's power  to  regulate  rates  and  would  relieve  the  utility  from 
the  burden  of  showing  a  justification  for  an  increase  in  rates.  Re  Rock- 
ford  Electric  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  196. 

XI,  Discrimination. 

Discrimination  in  rates,  see  Discrimination,  1-110. 

XII.  Rates  of  particular  utilities, 
a.  Electricity, 

1,  In  general. 

Approval  of  contract  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  between 
two  utilities  as  affecting  power  to  regulate  rates,  see  supra,  10. 

Discussion  of  factors  to  be  considered  in  making  new  electric  rate 
schedules,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  172. 

Discussion  of  congressional  regulation  of  incandescent  electric  lamp 
rates  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  579. 

Table  of  rates  for  arc  lamps  for  street  lighting  in  the  District  of 
(olumbia  as  fixed  by  act  of  Congress,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  579. 

134.  An-  electric  utility  should  have  a  rate  schedule  broad  enough  to 
cover  all  large  consumers,  rather  than  a  multiplicity  of  contracts  each 
applying  to  a  single  bonsumer  or  a  small  class.  Morits  v.  Edison  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.l'.R.1917A,  364. 

135.  Upon  the  issue  whethei  a  municipality  is  entitled  to  a  rate  for 
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electric  current  for  a  certain  installation  on  the  basis  of  the  company's 
commercial  schedules  or  on  its  street  lighting  schedules,  it  is  imma- 
terial whether  the  town  has  the  right  to  expend  money  for  any  lighting 
except  that  of  streets,  alleys,  and  public  grounds.  Manitou  v.  Colorado 
Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1017F,  437. 

136.  Electric  current  for  lamps  installed  by  a  private  corporation 
around  and  on  its  property  in  the  central  portion  of  a  town,  the  charges 
for  which  the  town  has  agreed  to  pay,  should  be  billed  on  the  basis  of 
the  company's  commercial  lighting  schedule,  rather  than  on  its  street 
lighting  schedule;  since  the  character  of  the  service  furnished  by  the 
utility,  and  not  necessarily  the  nature  of  the  installation  of  the  con- 
sumer, should  determine  the  schedule  to  which  the  consumer  is  properly 
entitled.  Manitou  v.  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &.  P.  Co.  (Colo.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  437. 

137.  Upon  the  substitution  of  a  400  c.  p.  type  of  "C"  lamps  for  in- 
closed arc  lamps  for  street  lighting,  the  rates  should  be  lower  than  the 
existing  rates  by  the  amount  that  can  be  saved  for  a  year  by  the 
operation  of  the  new  kind  of  lamps.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat 
A  P.  Co.   (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

138.  An  electric  company  assuming  the  responsibility  of  any  loss  of 
life  or  property  of  private  citizens  resulting  from  fires  caused  from 
inadequate  or  defective  installation  is  entitled  to  charge  a  fee  for  in- 
specting installations  made  by  persons  not  connected  with  the  com- 
pany. Re  Inspection  of  Electric  Installation  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917F, 
148. 

2.  Kinds  of  service. 

(a)  lAghting  in  connection  with  po%cer. 

Discussion  of  reason  for  different  rates  for  power  and  for  lighting 
service,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  958. 

139.  Electric  lamps  used  in  connection  with  pumping  apparatus  must 
be  considered  as  utilization  equipment,  and,  where  a  demand  meter  is 
installed,  should  be  so  connected  that  their  load  as  well  as  that  of  the 
motor  will  be  recorded;  but  such  charge  should  not  exceed  the  actual 
wattage  of  the  lamp  used.  Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &.  P.  Corp.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

(b)  Cooking  and  heating, 

140.  Cooking  and  heating  service  was  held  to  justify  a  rate  slightly 
more  favorable  than  that  for  power  service  in  view  of  conditions  under 
in^ich  the  former  class  of  service  is  rendered.  Skogmo  v.  River  Falls 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

(c)  Moving  pictures. 
See  also  infra,  143. 

141.  The  power  rate,  and  not  the  lighting  rate,  dhould  be  applied  to 
electric  current  for  motor  generator  sets  or  mercury  are  rectifier  for 
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use  in  operating  a  picture  machine  in  a  moving  picture  theater — the 
power,  however,  not  to  be  used  for  generating  electricity  for  illumina- 
tion or  other  purposes.  Orphemu  Theater  v.  Helena  Light  ^  R.  Co. 
(Mont.)   P.U.R.1917A,  65. 

142.  Electricity  for  the  operation  of  a  motor  generator  and  other 
moving  picture  apparatus  in  a  theater  should  be  charged  for  at  the 
power  rather  than  the  lighting  rate,  where  the  theater  operates  from 
1)  A.  H.  to  11  p.  M.,  practically  continuously,  and  the  load  is  practically 
uniform  throughout,  since  the  characteristics  of  the  service  rendered 
conform  more  nearly  to  those  for  power  service  than  to  those  for  light- 
ing service.  Redmon  v.  East  St.  Louis  Light  &  P.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  954. 

(d)  Brealedotvn  service. 

143.  In  the  absence  of  evidence  sufficient  for  an  estimate  of  a  mini- 
mum charge  based  on  consiunption  for  electric  breakdown  service  sup- 
plied to  a  motion  picture  theater,  a  primary  charge  of  $1.25  per  month 
is  not  unreasonable.  Drumright  Theater  Co.  v.  Drumright  Ice  &  Light 
Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  295. 

a.  Kinds  of  rates. 

(a)  Block  or  demand  rates. 

Discussion  of  electric  block  rates  for  residence  and  commerdal 
lighting,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  987. 

144.  An  electric  power  rate  schedule  providing  for  ''block  rates/'  in 
which  the  charge  per  unit  diminishes  from  block  to  block,  should  offer 
alternative  "demand  rates,"  coBsisting  of  a  denumd  charge  and  an 
energy  charge  based  upon  the  cost  of  service,  and  not  exceeding  the 
maximum  of  the  other  rates,  so  that  the  small  consumer,  although  not 
using  sufficient  current  to  advance  beyond  the  first  block,  may  obtain 
some  benefit  of  long  hours  of  use;  but  frequent  changes  from  one  rate 
to  the  other  should  be  discouraged.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

145.  Although  the  Illinois  Commission  favors  the  block  form  of  rates 
for  residential  and  commercial  consumers,  a  utility  was  permitted,  if 
it  desired,  to  file  alternative  schedules  of  electric  rates  of  theoretical 
maximum  demand  form,  equivalent  to  those  set  forth  in  the  order, 
provided  that  such  alternative  schedules  carried  no  increases.  Lincoln 
V.  Lincoln  Water  A  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  a  4  DL  P. 
U.  C.  R.  113). 

146.  The  maximum  demand  of  electric  consumers,  for  use  in  a  rate 
schedule,  cannot  be  assumed  to  be  at  least  1^  kilowatts,  where  85  per 
cent  of  residence  users  and  65  per  cent  of  commercial  users  have  in- 
stallations of  less  than  1^  kilowatts'  capacity,  and  two  thirds  of  all 
meters  have  a  capacity  of  li  kilowatts  or  less.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

147.  The  maximum  demand  of  electric  consumers,  except  when  deter- 
mined by  meter,  was  calculated,  for  use  in  a  rate  schedule,  as  not  to 
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exceed  25  per  cen)b  of  consumers'  connected  load  in  the  case  of  resi- 
dence users,  and  not  to  exceed  60  per  cent  of  the  connected  load  for 
other  consumers,  the  minimum  rating  of  maximum  demand  not  to  be 
less  than  260  watts;  the  minimum  rating  being  adopted  to  avoid  ex- 
pense to  the  company  for  inspection  to  secure  exact  figures  for  small 
installations.  Moritz  y.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Ck>.  (N.  Y.) 
P.UJ1.1917A,  364. 

148.  A  demand  factor  of  94  per  cent,  derived  from  a  consideration 
of  the  average  of  former  tests,  is  not  correct  when  applied  to  records 
of  demand  indicating  meters  set  for  a  time  interval  of  fifteen  minutes. 
Ke  San  Joaquin  Light  k  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

149.  An  electric  corporation  maintaining  kilowatt  hour  meters  on  the 
plant  of  all  of  its  agricultural  consumers  should,  by  every  reasonable 
means,  advise  them  as  to  the  method  of  deftrmining  by  revolution  tests 
taken  on  such  meters,  the  load  on  their  plants  at  starting  and  also 
under  normal  conditions,  so  that  these  consumers  can  determine  for 
themselves  whether  it  would  be  better  to  apply  for  the  installation  of  a 
demand  meter  or  to  continue  to  pay  on  the  rated  capacity  of  their 
motors.    Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

160.  An  electric  company,  upon  finding  a  demand  factor  in  excess  of 
]00  per  cent,  and  filing  with  the  Commission  and  the  consumer  a  notice 
of  its  intention  to  install  a  demand  meter,  and  a  consumer  whose  de- 
mand factor  is  lower  than  100  per  cent  who  has  paid  the  fee  on  a 
demand  meter,  should  have  the  right  to  charge  or  pay  on  the  basis  of 
the  last  demand  test,  until  the  meter  is  actually  installed  or  until  a 
new  test  is  taken,  consumers  requiting  a  test  oftener  than  once  in  two 
months  to  bear  the  expense  thereof.  Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp. 
(CaL)   P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

(h)  Flat  rates. 

151.  A  flat  rate  for  electricity  is  objectionable  hi  that  it  takes  no 
account  of  the  fact  that  certain  consumer  costs  are  to  a  great  extent 
the  same  for  all  customers,  both  large  and  small,  disregards  the  fact 
that  consumers  using  current  an  increasing  number  of  hours  do  not 
impose  the  same  cost  for  each  additional  hour's  use,  and  does  not  dis- 
tinguish between  the  casual  or  short-hour  customer  and  the  more 
profitable  long-hour  customer.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

(c)  Minimum  hilL 

Annotation    on    minimum    bill    for   electric   service,   P.U.R.1917F, 
p.  742. 

152.  A  minimum  charge  may  be  made  for  electricity.  Moritz  v. 
Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

153.  In  prescribing  a  schedule  of  electric  rates  a  uniform  minimum 
monthly  charge  was  fixed  in  preference  to  a  theoretical  sliding  scale 
minimum  based  on  the  individual  maximum  demand.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln 
Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

154.  A  schedule  of  minimum   charges  per  lamp  per  month,  which 
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does  not  give  the  conBumers  adequate  benefit  from  increase  in  the 
hours  of  use,  is  unreasonable.  Re  Kansas  City  Electrie  Light  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

154a.  The  electric  minimum  rate  was  reduced  from  $1  to  76  cents  per 
month  where  a  large  number  of  residence  lighting  consumers  owning 
small  homes  were  unable  to  use  the  amount  of  electricity  to  which  they 
were  entitled  under  the  established  minimum.  Re  San  Diego  Consol. 
G.  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  930. 

155.  A  minimum  charge  of  $1  per  month  was  fixed  for  commercial  in- 
candescent lighting  in  the  absence  of  evidence  of  cost,  upon  consideration 
of  the  charge  of  50  cents  per  month  for  residence  lighting  and  the 
charges  found  reasonable  in  other  cases.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light 
Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

156.  A  minimum  monthly  charge  for  electric  service  of  a  municipal 
utility  was  fixed  at  50  cents  for  commercial  lighting  and  50  cents  for 
each  of  the  first  2  h.p.  or  fraction  thereof  of  connected  load  for  com- 
mercial power,  and  25  cents  for  each  additional  h.p.  Skogmo  v.  River 
FaUs  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

4.  Classes  of  consumers, 

157.  For  the  purpose  of  fixing  maximum  rates,  electric  consumers 
were  divided  into  four  classes, — residence  lighting,  general  lighting,  gen- 
eral lighting  and  power,  and  power;  rates  for  municipal  service  being 
presumably  fixed  by  contract,  and  further  classifications  not  being  pre- 
vented.    Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C,728. 

158.  A  wholesale  rate  for  electricity,  based  wholly  upon  the  quantity 
of  current  used,  cannot  be  sustained.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illumi- 
nating Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

159.  The  California  Commission  refused  to  permit  an  electric  utility 
to  charge  $1  to  consumers  using  the  service  for  less  than  three  consecu- 
tive months,  to  prevent  consumers  from  compelling  the  utility  to  con- 
nect and  disconnect  meters  weekly  to  serve  them  over  week-ends,  and 
suggested  that  the  matter  could  better  be  handled  by  a  charge  for  con- 
necting and  disconnecting  meters.  Re  San  Diego  Consol.  G.  &.  E.  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  930. 

160.  An  electric  rate  for  small  power  users  decreasing  as  the  minimum 
charge  increases,  rather  than  as  the  hours  of  use  increase,  is  unreason- 
able.   Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

b.  Express, 

Effect  of  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  directing  express 
companies  to  remove  existing  discriminations  against  interstate 
commerce  by  ceasing  to  charge  higher  intrastate  rates,  see  Ordebs, 
7-11. 

161.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  zone  and  block  system  of 
express  rates  modified  somewhat  to  suit  local  conditions  was  adopted 
by  tlie  Oklahoma  Commission.  Re  American  Exp.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  370. 
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G.  Oa». 

Comparison  of  rates  in  different  localities,  see  supra,  07-104. 

162.  In  fixing  rates  of  a  gas  utility,  the  California  Commission  made 
no  attempt  to  apportion  against  the  smallest  consumer  any  exact 
proporticn  of  the  cost  of  the  serrice,  but  rather  spread  the  burden  of 
the  gross  income  over  all  of  the  consumers,  with  a  view  to  a  consid- 
eration of  all  the  elements  involved,  including  cost  of  the  service,  abil- 
ity of  consumers  to  bear  the  burden,  and  also  the  possibility  of  in- 
creased use  by  reason  of  encouraging  rates.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E. 
Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

163.  A  gas  utility  was  authorized  to  sell  its  surplus  product  at  10 
cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  to  a  customer  taking  the  entire  surplus 
and  demanding  nothing  more,  it  appearing  that  the  gas  was  produced 
as  a  by-product  in  the  manufacture  of  coke,  and  that  the  surplus  would 
otherwise  be  wasted.    Re  Citisens  Gas  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  791. 

164.  Upon  authorising  a  gas  utility  to  install  prepayment  meters 
upon  the  request  of  consumers,  and  to  charge  the  net  rate  provided  in 
its  schedule  for  the  first  1,000  cubic  feet,  the  Illinois  Commission  re- 
quired the  utility  to  distribute  each  month  for  a  period  of  one  year 
to  all  prepaym^it  consumers  of  more  than  1,000  cubic  feet  of  gas  per 
month,  a  printed  circular  showing  the  financial  disadvantages  of  pre- 
payment gas  meters.  Winnetka  v.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  793. 

165.  The  California  Commission  will  not,  in  a  case  in  which  it  has 
not  the  power  to  establish  a  standard  of  gas,  fix  rates  on  gas  of  higher 
heating  quality  than  the  company  is  serving.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  k 
E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

166.  The  Illinois  Commission  approved  an  agreement  between  the 
utility  and  a  number  of  municipalities  served  by  it  fixing  a  reduced 
schedule  of  gas  rates  to  take  effect  January  1,  1917,  providing  for  a 
minimum  bill  of  50  cents  per  month  and  10  per  cent  discount  for 
prompt  payment.  Winnetka  t.  North  Shore  Gas  C!o.  (in.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  793. 

d.  Interurhan  railways* 

I.  In  general, 

167.  The  operation  of  large  and  heavy  cars  over  a  private  right  of 
way  at  a  comparatively  high  speed  are  factors  to  be  considered  in 
fixing  interurban  railway  rates.  Re  New  Jersey  &  P.  Traction  Co.  (N. 
J.)   P.U.R.1917A,  72. 

168.  An  interurban  railway  undertaking  to  provide  local  service 
within  an  urban  territory  already  served  in  a  large  measure  by  another 
company  is  under  an  implied  obligation,  subject  to  reasonable  limita- 
tions, not  to  charge  more  than  the  prevailing  rate  within  that  terri- 
tory. Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  331. 

169.  The  New  Hampshire  Commission  recommended  that  an  inter- 
urban railroad  give  a  reduced  rate  to  school  children  and  workingmen, 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 21. 
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to  prevent  the  loss  of  those  patrons,  the  operating  expenses  remaining 
the  same  whether  this  patronage  were  retained  or  not,  and  the  Cora- 
mission  not  having  the  power  to  order  the  special  rates  where  fares 
would  not  produce  the  revenue  to  which  the  company  was  entitled. 
Re  Manchester  &  N.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  255. 

170.  Twenty- trip  ticket  books  limited  to  the  persons  named  therein 
and  good  for  a  period  of  one  month,  resulting  in  an  estimated  increase 
in  existing  rates,  were  held  preferable  to  round-trip  tickets  at  a  speci- 
fied discount,  for  the  reason  that  the  former  class  of  tickets  produced  a 
more  reasonable  increase  in  charges  and  gave  more  consideration  to  the 
needs  of  the  regular  rider.  Re  Boston  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  833. 

2.  Fare  zones, 

171.  An  interurban  railway  company  was  authorized  to  increase  lis 
fares  in  each  of  two  zones  of  2|  and  3i  miles  from  5  to  7  cents;  and  to 
sell  ten  regular  tickets  for  66  cents,  sixteen  for  $1,  and  ten  school  tickets 
for  35  cents,  in  order  to  provide  for  a  necessary  increase  in  revenue. 
Norwood,  C.  &  S.  Rate  Case  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917D,  934. 

172.  Although  a  7 -cent  unit  cash  fare  is  open  to  objection  on  many 
grounds,  an  interurban  railway  was  permitted  to  increase  Its  rates 
from  6  to  7  cents  in  the  hope  of  improving  its  financial  condition,  where 
the  percentage  of  its  short-haul  traflSc  was  small  and  the  fare  zones 
were  comparatively  long,  it  appearing  that  in  most  zones  the  rate  for 
the  entire  distance  would  be  less  than  2  cents  a  mile.  Re  Worcester  & 
W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917D,  397. 

173.  A  6-cent  fare  for  zones  of  normal  length  on  an  interurban  rail- 
way in  New  Hampshire  is  not  more  than  the  service  is  worth.  Re 
Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  360. 

174.  Interurban  zone  fares  of  7  cents,  at  the  rate  of  1.697  cents  per 
mile,  are  not  more  than  the  service  is  worth,  where  the  interurban 
service  is  as  adequate  as  that  of  a  competing  steam  railroad  under  a 
rate  of  over  2^  cents  per  mile.  Re  Manchester  k  N.  Street  R.  Co. 
(N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  266. 

175.  An'  interurban  railway  was  required  to  maintain  a  5-cent  rate, 
by  the  sale  of  5  tickets  for  25  cents  in  zones  for  city  local  traffic,  rather 
than  to  increase  the  rate  to  6  cents,  although  such  business  was  merely 
incidental  to  the  interurban  traffic,  where  the  city  territory  was  already 
served  under  a  prevailing  5-cent  fare.  Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern 
Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  331. 

176.  In  fixing  fare  zones  of  an  interurban  railway  passing  through 
several  centers  of  population  with  sparsely  settled  sections  between,  it 
is  not  enough  to  begin  at  one  end  and  divide  the  entire  distance  into 
arbitrary  fractions  without  any  regard  to  where  the  limits  fall;  but 
each  center  should  be  considered  as  a  starting  point,  so  far  as  the  prac- 
tical working  out  of  the  whole  scheme  will  permit;  and  the  zones  which 
are  more  densely  populated  should  be  made  longer  than  those  partly 
populated.    Jones  v.  Bangor  R.  A  Electric  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  818, 
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3.  Mileage  Jtaals, 

177.  A  mileage  basis  of  rates  for  an  interurban  railwAj,  built  pri- 
noarily  for  fast  through  service,  which  would  make  possible  an  adeijuate 
increase  in  reTenues>  without  increasing  the  minimum  rate  of  6  cents 
for  short  hauls,  is  preferable,  as  an  experiment,  to  an  increase  in  the 
zone  fares  of  an  existing  irregular  sone  system^  from  6  cents  to  7 
cents;  especially  if  modified  to  meet  special  existing  conditions.  He 
Boston  &  VV.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  833. 

178.  An  experiment  with  a  mileage  system  of  charges  for  the  pur- 
pose of  increasing  revenues  of  a  large  interurban  system  should  not  be 
postponed  until  the  result  of  a  similar  experiment  on  a  smaller  system 
is  known.    Re  Boston  ft  W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1^17F,  833. 

179.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  is  not  justified  in 
the  initial  stage  of  a  mileage  fare  experiment  on  an  int«'rurban  railway 
in  requiring  a  6-cent  rather  than  a  6-ccnt  minimum;  especially  where, 
by  using  tickets  sold  by  the  company  in  packages  of  100  for  $1.70,  a 
minimum  fare  of  5.1  cents  is  obtained.  Re  Boston  ft  W.  Street  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  833. 

4,  Excess  fares. 

180.  A  rule  of  an  interurban  railway  providing  for  the  collection  of 
an  excess  fare  of  5  cents  from  all  passengers  without  tickets  whose  fare 
exceeds  10  cents,  irrespective  of  whether  they  board  the  cars  at  agency 
or  nonagency  stations,  is  unjust  and  unreasonable  in  so  far  as  it  ap- 
plies to  passengers  who  had  no  opportunity  to  purchase  tickets  at  the 
station.    Shunk  v.  Buffalo  ft  L.  E.  Traction  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  702. 

e.  Irrigation, 
Irrigation  rates  not  to  exceed  value  of  service,  see  supra,  115. 

181.  Rates  for  an  irrigation  company  operating  in  water-bearing 
lands  must  be  fixed  to  compare  favorably  with  the  cost  of  pumping 
water  from  wells,  where  rates  based  upon  the  value  of  the  property  use- 
ful in  the  service  would  be  prohibitive.  Re  Madera  Canal  ft  Irrig.  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  642. 

182.  Irrigation  rates  should  be  relatively  low  for  the  winter  and  early 
spring  months  when  the  water  is  most  plentiful  and  least  valuable  for 
irrigation  purposes.  Re  Madera  Canal  ft  Irrig.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F^ 
642. 

183.  An  irrigation  rate  based  upon  the  amount  of  water  delivered, 
measured  at  the  land,  will  act  as  an  incentive  toward  the  best  han> 
dling  of  the  water  system  and  application  by  users.  Berry  v.  Oro  Lorn  a 
Farms  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  631. 

184.  Irrigation  rates  for  rice  and  other  crops  were  based  upon  the 
relative  amount  of  water  used  in  the  cultivation.  Re  Gridley  Land  k 
Irrig.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  645. 

185.  The  acre-foot  form  of  irrigation  rates,  based  on  the  quantity 
of  water  used,  is  more  desirable  than  the  acre  rates,  based  on  the 
number  of  acres  irrigated,  for  the  reason  that  the  consumer  pays  for 
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what  he  receives,  and  the  sale  of  water  by  measure  checks  waste  and 
increases  the  amount  of  water  available  to  the  community.  Re  Madera 
Canal  ft  Irrig.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  642. 

180.  Profits  realized  from  the  sale  of  lands  cannot  be  taken  into 
consideration  in  fixing  irrigation  rates  for  a  utility  established  to  pro- 
mote the  sale  of  the  lands  watered  by  the  system.  Berry  ▼.  Oro  Loma 
Farms  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  631. 

/.  Natural  gas. 

187.  The  readiness  to  serve  charge  of  a  natural  gas  utility  was  ar* 
rived  at  by  dividing  the  investment  in  the  distributing  plant  by  the 
number  of  consumers  and  computing  interest  on  that  sum  at  6  per  cent. 
Re  Ashtabula  Gas  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  790. 

188.  Rates  for  natural  gas  for  several  municipalities  served  from  the 
same  source  of  supply  should  be  the  same  where  all  are  at  the  termini 
of  the  various  branches  from  the  main  line,  although  one  consumes  a 
greater  proportion  of  gas  and  has  a  more  expensive  distributing  plant 
and  another  is  further  from  the  source  of  supply;  since  it  is  to  the 
advantage  of  each  that  the  gas  for  all  is  transported  through  one  main 
line  because  of  the  added  volume  and  pressure,  and,  if  each  pays  in  pro- 
portion to  the  amount  consumed,  each  bears  its  proper  share  of  the 
whole  transportation  and  distribution  expense.  Re  Ashtabula  Gas  Co. 
(Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  790. 

189.  An  increase  from  50  cents  to  $1  per  month  in  the  minimum 
charge  for  natural  gas  furnished  from  a  common  plant  through  one 
common  system  of  pipage  is  reasonable  where  the  operating  cost  of 
supplying  each  consumer,  based  upon  the  expense  of  operating  and 
maintaining  the  property  as  a  whole,  is  $12.39  per  annum,  and  the 
fixed  charges  for  the  same  period  amount  to  $30.28.  Galeton  v.  Potter 
Gas  C3o.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  464. 

g.  BaUroada. 

Requiring  carriers  to  give  Railroad  Commission  notice  of  proposed  ad- 
vance in  rates  as  interfering  with  right  of  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  to  regulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law,  80. 

Railroad  owned  by  industry  as  carrier  entitled  to  joint  rate,  see  Publio 
Utilities,  10. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation  of 
California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Repabation,  8. 

Annotation  on  railroad  rates,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  385. 
1.  Passenger  fares, 

(a)  In  general. 

Evidence  necessary  to  show  West  Virginia  statutory  two  cent  a  mile 

passenger  fare  confiscatory,  see  Evidence,  8. 
Statute  fixing  maximum  rate  as  affecting  power  of  Commissi<m  to  fix 

rates,  see  supra,  34,  35. 
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Aiinotati<m  en  ezeefls  passenger  fares,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  386. 

190.  A  d-eait  railroad  fare  in  boroughs  of  the  city  of  New  York  was 
not  required  to  be  substituted  for  a  10-cent  fare  for  distances  of  6.09, 
9M,  7.22,  and  7.82  miles;  15  cents  for  8.46,  8.88,  and  9.53  miles;  18 
cents  for  10.49  miles;  20  cents  for  11.77  miles;  and  22  cents  for  12.56 
miles;  In  Tiew  of  the  return  to  the  carrier,  the  value  of  the  service  and 
the  fare  of  other  railroads  in  the  city.  Taxpayers  Alliance  ▼.  New  York 
&  H.  R.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  248. 

(h)  Commutation  and  mileage  "books. 

Agreement  between  railroad  and  legislative  committee  fixing  rates  as 
affecting  power  of  Commission  to  increase  rates,  see  Constitution- 
al Law,  63. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  over  mileage-book  rate,  see  supra,  29^ 
30. 

191.  The  mere  fact  that  the  situation  of  a  place  renders  access  of 
commuters  to  rapid  transit  lines  difficult  does  not  justify  a  lower  rate 
or  a  form  of  commutation  different  ftrom  that  in  force  on  other  parts 
of  the  line.  Taxpayer's  Alliance  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R 
1917Bi  964. 

192.  A  railroad  company  should  not  be  required  to  make  commuta- 
tion tickets  good  for  sixty  days  instead  of  thirty,  since  such  a  rule 
would  take  the  service  out  of  the  commutation  class.  Taxpayers'  Al- 
liance V.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  964. 

193.  A  railroad  company  sJbpuld  not  be  required  to  issue  commuta- 
tion tickets  good  for  thirty  days  from  day  of  purchase,  where  the 
general  practice  is  to  issue  commutation  for  calendar  months  only,  and 
the  shortness  of  the  distance  traveled  makes  quick  identification  of  the 
commutation  cards  necessary.  Taxpayers*  Alliance  v.  New  York  C.  R. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  964. 

194.  An  increase  in  a  railroad  mileage-book  rate  was  authorized  where 
it  appeared  that  the  total  passenger  earnings  did  not  yield  an  adequate 
return,  that  the  rates  for  single  and  round-trip  tickets  were  sufficiently 
high,  and  that  it  was  inadvisable  to  increase  the  commutation  rate,  al- 
though that  rate  was  extremely  low;  but  the  increase  was  allowed  only 
to  2i  cents  per  mile,  rather  than  to  2^  cents,  upon  consideration  of  the 
fact  that  other  railroads  had  a  rate  of  only  2i  cents  per  mile,  and 
that  there  should  be  some  distinction  between  the  mileage-book  rate 
and  the  rates  for  single  and  round-trip  tickets,  which  latter  rates  were, 
respectively,  3  cents  and  21  cents  per  mile.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N. 
Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  3019. 

194a.  In  order  that  a  Commbsion  may  prescribe  reduced  commutation 
rates,  it  must  at  least  appear  that  the  aggregate  return  to  the  carrier 
is  just,  fair,  and  reasonable,  and  if  it  falls  short  of  this,  even  to  a 
negligible  extent,  such  reduction  is  not  justified;  and  it  cannot  be  sup- 
ported on  the  grounds  of  local  public  demand  or  interest,  by  the  Com- 
mission's views  of  the  probable  beneficial  effects  of  such  rates  upon  the 
company*8  business,  or  by  what  other  carriers  have  done  or  have  been 
required  to  do  under  different  conditions  in  different  localities.    Kansas 
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City,  C.  C.  &  St  J.  R.  Co.  v.  Barker  (Fed.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  456   (S.  0. 
242  Fed.  310). 

195.  The  great  advantage  of  mileage  over  ordinary  tickets,  in  the 
saving  of  time  in  buying  tickets  at  crowded  stations  and  the  resultant 
greater  ease  in  handling  baggage,  justifies  their  issuance,  although  there 
is  no  saving  in  the  fare.  United  Commercial  Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M. 
&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  82. 

(c)  Affording  paasengera  opportunity  to  purchase  tickets, 

195a.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  will  not  impose  a  fine  upon  railroad 
companies  whose  trains  are  not  held  after  mail,  express,  and  baggage 
are  handled  at  one-man  stations,  in  order  to  enable  passengers  reaching 
the  station  after  the  train  arrives  to  purchase  tickets.  Barr  v.  Chicago, 
R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  881. 

195b.  Oklahonta  Commission,  order  No.  804,  providing  that  passengers 
failing  to  purchase  tickets  at  the  station  may  pay  ''the  additional  1  eent 
on  the  train  to  next  station,"  does  not  impose  upon  the  conductor  any 
obligation  to  suggest  to  the  passenger  that  he  avail  himself  of  this 
right,  so  as  to  render  the  ratlread  eetspmy  Kable  to  a  penaitji  for 
charging  the  additional  fare  to  the  destination.  Barr  v.  Chicago,  R.  I. 
&  P.  R.  Co.  (OkU.)  P.U.R.1917D,  881. 

(d)  Baggage  rates, 

(1)  Excess  baggage, 

196.  In  determining  reasonableness  of  excess  baggage  rates,  a  com> 
parison  with  express  rates  is  of  little  value  where  there  is  no  evidence 
as  to  the  cost  of  the  pick-up  and  delivery  service  which  is  included  in 
the  express  rates.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Illinois 
Division  Travelers  Protective  Asso.  ▼.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  838. 

197.  A  minimum  charge  for  excess  baggage  to  care  for  the  terminal 
cost  of  handling  the  baggage  is  preferable  to  a  charge  based  on  a  per- 
centage of  the  passenger  fare  which  does  not  make  any  allowance  for 
such  terminal  cost.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Illinois 
Division  Travelers  Protective  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  838. 

198.  A  "free  limit"  of  150  pounds  of  baggage  is  sufficient  for  the 
needs  of  the  traveling  public  in  general.  United  Commercial  Travelers 
V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R1917C,  82. 

199.  A  "prepaid  permit"  should  not  be  allowed  for  a  charge  based  on 
the  rate  to  final  destination  so  as  to  permit  stop-overs  at  intermediate 
points  without  additional  charge,  where  the  only  practical  advantage 
to  be  gained  would  be  in  cases  where  the  separate  journeys  were  short, 
so  as  to  make  the  minimum  charge,  which  would  be  greater  than  the  dis- 
tance charge,  apply;  it  appearing  that  such  charge  covers  only  the  rea- 
sonable terminal  costs,  and  that  the  issuance  of  such  permits  would 
disturb  the  uniformity  of  state  and  interstate  rates.  United  Commercial 
Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  82. 
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200.  Exceee  baggage,  cash  rates  per  100  pounds  based  on  one  sixth 
of  the  passenger  fare  with  5-cent  multiples  or  steps  and  a  15-cent 
minimum  charge,  are  not  unreasonable,  the  advantage  of  a  5-cent  step 
over  a  1-cent  step  being  that  charges  can  be  more  readily  computed. 
United  Commercial  Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  &,  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  82. 

(2)  Baggage  storage. 

201.  A  twenty-four  hour  "free  limit"  for  the  storage  of  baggage  is 
not  unreasonable.  United  Commercial  Travelers  y.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P. 
R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  82. 

202.  A  rule  permitting  railroad  companies  to  charge  for  the  storage 
of  baggage  held  over  Sundays  and  legal  holidays  is  unreasonable.  United 
Commercial  Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
82. 

2.  Freight  rates. 

(a)   In  general, 

Establishing  through  rates  with  milling-in-transit  privilege  as  abuse  to 

police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  13,  14. 
Constitutional  prohibition  against  charging  more  for  short  than  for 

longer  haul  except  by  permission  of  Commission  as  denial  of  due 

process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  15. 
General    order   permitting   reparation    for   misrouting   shipments,    see 

Repabation,  9. 
Power  of  Commission  to  establish  maximum  freight  rates,  see  Rates, 

28. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  freight  rates.  Appendix,  P.U.R. 
3917 A,  p.  1084. 

Annotation  on  routing  of  shipments  to  secure  lower  rates,  P.UJl. 
1917F,  p.  688. 

Annotation  on  switching,  demurrage,  and  commodity  rates,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  13. 

Annotation  on  minimum  carload  weight,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  688. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  freight  rates,  Appendix,  P.U.R.1917B, 
p.  1098. 

203.  An  intrastate  tariff  for  hauling  slag  and  other  refuse  material 
of  furnaces  and  mills  will  not  be  disapproved  merely  because  it  does 
not  designate  a  movement  between  specific  points,  notwithstanding  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  §  6,  requires  such  designation,  that  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  disapproved  a  tariff  similar  in 
form  to  the  one  in  question,  and  that  the  Public  Service  Ck>mpany  Law, 
art.  2,  §  1  (d),  provides  that  railroad  schedules  shall  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission;  since  the  state 
statute  refers  to  the  form,  size,  arrangement,  title  or  designation,  form 
of  tabulation,  etc.,  which  are  prescribed  by  the  Federal  Commission, 
and  not  to  matters  affecting  the  substance  of  the  law  of  common  car- 
riers; and  since  the  Federal  Commission  allowed  a  tariff  to  be  substitut- 
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ed  which  only  nominally  complied  with  the  Federal  act,  if  the  language 
of  that  statute  should  be  read  strictly.  National  Tube  Go.  ▼.  Balti- 
more k  O.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1. 

204.  The  fact  that  a  railroad  company  needs  to  increase  its  revenues 
to  offset  expenditures  due  to  the  hauling  and  handling  of  freight  over 
unusually  heavy  grades  does  not  justify  an  increase  in  the  rate  for  a 
particular  commodity  between  particular  points;  since  the  need  of  ad- 
ditional revenue  does  not  justify  an  advance  in  a  particular  rate,  and 
since  expenditures  due  to  operating  disabilities  should  be  considered  in 
the  same  way  as  terminal  expenses  or  should  be  equitably  assigned  to 
the  entire  line.    Re  Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  195. 

205.  The  fact  that  a  railroad  tariff  contains  a  large  number  of  indi- 
vidual rates  will  not  prevent  it  from  selecting  a  particular  rate  for  ad- 
vancing in  order  to  secure  additional  revenue  if  the  particular  rate  is 
unreasonably  low;  and  this  would  be  true,  even  if  the  carrier  were  not 
in  need  of  additional  revenue.  Re  San  Francisco,  N.  &  C.  R.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  546. 

206.  The  general  rule  of  rate  making,  that  a  lower  rate  per  ton  mile 
may  be  applied  for  a  long  haul  on  a  given  commodity  than  must  neces- 
sarily be  applied  for  a  short  haul,  cannot  be  invoked  against  a  pro- 
posed reduced  rate  on  a  given  commodity,  where  the  new  rate  will 
produce  150  per  cent  greater  ton-mile  earnings.  Re  Southern  P.  Co. 
(Nev.)  P.U.R.1917C,  63. 

207.  Freight  rates  to  interior  points  should  not  be  made  unreason- 
ably high  in  order  to  equalize  lake  port  rates.  Vaughn  Mfg.  Co.  ▼. 
Chicago  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  382. 

208.  The  European  War  and  the  advanced  prices  of  materials  and 
supplies  have  not  created  such  an  emergency  as  to  warrant  a  horizontal 
15  per  cent  advance  in  all  freight  rates  where  it  appears  that  there  has 
been  a  great  increase  in  the  movement  of  freight  brought  about  by  the 
war  situation,  with  an  increase  in  net  operating  revenues,  and  that  a 
continued,  extraordinary,  heavy  movement  of  freight  is  anticipated.  Re 
Advance  of  Railroad  Freight  Rates  (La.)  P.U.R.1917F,  91. 

209.  A  falling  off  in  railroad  net  operating  income  as  compared  with 
the  same  period  for  the  previous  year,  due  to  the  inability  to  get  cars 
to  handle  all  traffic  offered,  does  not  create  such  an  emergency  as  would 
justify  a  horizontal  15  per  cent  advance  to  all  freight  rates,  since  such 
a  temporary  condition  is  likely  to  occur  at  any  time.  Re  Advance  of 
Railroad  Freight  Rates  (La.)  P.U.R.1917F,  91. 

210.  Xo  emergency,  within  the  meaning  of  a  statute  (§  1797-28  of  the 
Wisconsin  Statutes)  authorizing  a  Commission  to  amend  or  suspend 
existing  schedules  of  railway  rates  in  case  of  emergency,  is  shown  to 
exist,  pending  the  revaluation  of  the  company's  property  to  determine 
the  reasonableness  of  its  rates,  by  mere  evidence  that  the  cost  of  op- 
eration has  increased,  by  reason  of  the  general  increase  in  the  cost  of 
labor  and  materials  so  as  to  make  the  revenues  noncompensatory.  Re 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917C,  97. 

211.  A  Commission  order  requiring  railroads  to  give  an  electric  util- 
ity, furnishing  electricity  for  lighting  and  power  purposes,  the  benefit 
of  the  manufacturers'  rate  for  transporting  coal  on  that  portion  of  coal 
used  by  it  in  generating  electric  current  furnished  to  its  factory  patrons 
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for  power  purposes  as  shown  by  electric  meters  installed  at  the  facto* 
ries,  will  not  be  set  aside  by  the  appellate  court  as  being  unreasonable 
and  impracticable  because  it  imposes  upon  the  railroads  the  duty  of  in- 
specting the  meters  in  factories  entitled  to  the  low  rate,  and  involves 
a  complex  method  of  ascertaining  the  amount  of  coal  used  to  produce 
the  current,  where  there  was  evidence  upon  which  the  trial  court  based 
its  finding  sustaining  the  order  that  the  amount  of  coal  consumed  in 
producing  the  current  furnished  the  factories  could  be  ascertained  with 
accuracy  by  the  use  of  electric  meters.  Vandalia  R.  CJo.  v.  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  879  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  114  N.  E. 
412). 

(h)  Beawmableness;  factors  to  he  considered. 

(1)   In  general. 

Lowest  freight  rates,  for  same  service  presumed  reasonable,  see  supra, 
57. 

Discussion  of  car  rentals  for  use  of  equipment  of  other  railroads  as 
factor  in  fixing  rates,  P.U.RJ917E,  p.  869. 

212.  A  freight  rate  may  be  said  to  be  unreasonable  if,  in  the  absence 
of  unusual  hazard,  it  restricts  the  moving  and  marketing  of  the  com- 
modity and  yields  an  earning  in  excess  of  the  average  freight  earnings  of 
the  carrier.  Baldwin  k  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  16. 

213.  New  railroad  lines  and  branch  line  extensions  in  grain  produc- 
ing districts  without  adequate  transportation  facilities  are  a  greater 
necessity  than  low  freight  rates  on  grain  on  existing  lines.  North- 
western Grain  Dealers*  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  B.  k  Q.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R. 
1917 A,  43. 

214.  That  an  order  fixing  reasonable  class  rates  will  have  the  effect 
of  causing  reductions  in  commodity  rates  is  no  ground  for  altering  the 
class  rates,  since  commodity  rates  higher  than  reasonable  class  rates 
are  excessive  and  the  clas»  rates  will  prevail.  San  Francisco  Chamber  of 
Commerce  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  334. 

(9)  Effect  of  {competition, 

215.  The  fact  that  certain  classes  of  railroad  rates  are  depressed  be- 
tween certain  points  to  meet  water  competition  does  not  justify  a 
spread  of  rates  for  the  other  classes  which  are  higher  than  normal  rates 
for  such  classes  between  points  of  equal  distance  where  no  water  com- 
petition exists.  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Comm^oe  v.  Southern  P.  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  334. 

(3)  Melation  to  stcitching  rates, 

216.  The  minimum  charge  for  any  carload  movement  should  be  at 
least  slightly  in  excess  of  the  industrial  switching  rates.  Martin  v. 
Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  883. 
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(4)  Value  or  cost  of  commodity. 

217.  The  graduation  of  rates  for  transportation  in  aoeordanee  with 
the  value  of  the  goods  transported  is  not  unreasonable.  Gopeland  Ore 
Sampling  Co.  v.  Midland  Terminal  K.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  182. 

218.  A  conclusion  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  a  rate  on  a  ^>ecified 
commodity  cannot  be  based  on  •evidence  that  the  cost  of  production  is 
greater  at  the  point  of  shipment  than  at  other  points  of  production  and 
shipm^t    Re  Southern  P.  Co.  (Nev.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  53. 

(S)   Cost  of  service, 

219.  The  cost  of  the  service  is  not  the  sole  test  of  the  reasonableness 
of  railroad  rates  on  a  selected  commodity,  except  in  very  rare  instances. 
Re  Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R1917C,  196. 

(6)   Com,parison  of  rates. 

Comparison  of  rates  in  different  localities,  see  supra,  96,  102,  103,  108- 
113. 

220.  Comparison,  when  surrounding  circumstances  and  conditions  are 
similar,  afford  the  fairest  method  to  both  carrier  and  shipper  of  de- 
termining the  reasonableness  of  freight  rates,  where  other  tests  prove 
of  no  avail.    Re  Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  195. 

221.  A  railroad  rate  for  a  commodity  cannot  be  shown  to  be  rea- 
sonable by  comparison  with  an  unused  or  mere  "paper"  rate.  Public 
Utilities  Commission  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1. 

222.  The  difference  in  the  topography  of  the  country  must  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  comparing  the  intrastate  freight  rates  of  two 
localities  on  interstate  railroad  lines,  since  the  cost  of  operation  in  a 
rough  and  mountainous  country  having  heavy  grades  is  higher  than 
for  the  same  service  furnished  in  a  level  country.  Northwestern  Grain 
Dealers'  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R1917A,  43. 

223.  That  the  cost  of  building  a  mile  of  railroad  is  much  higher  in 
one  state  than  in  another  must  be  taken  into^  consideration  in  compar- 
ing the  intrastate  freight  rates  of  the  two  states  on  intersta.te  railroad 
lines.  Northwestern  Grain  Dealers'  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co. 
(Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A,  43. 

224.  A  state  is  not  entitled  to  establish  freight  rates  on  grain  in 
effect  in  an  adjoining  state  where  it  has  a  more  sparse  population  and 
production  per  mile  of  area  and  per  mile  of  railroad.  Northwestern 
Grain  Dealers'  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
43. 

225.  In  determining  that  certain  proposed  increases  in  lumber  rates 
between  specified  points  were  not  justified,  the  Colorado  Commission 
based  its  conclusion  upon  a  comparison  of  rates  and  ton-mile  earnings 
on  lumber  transported  under  substantially  similar  conditions,  especial- 
ly on  respondent's  own  line.  Re  Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1017C,  195. 

226.  A  joint  rate  for  fuel  wood  is  not  shown  to  be  reasonable  by  the 
fact  that  the  rate  on  coal  between  the  same  points  is  higher,  where  the 
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Tfttes  are,  respectively,  for  outgoing  and  incoming  shipments.     Public 
Utilities  Commission  t.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1. 

227.  The  mere  fact  that  fruit  rates  from  one  producing  section  to  the 
common  market  are,  mile  for  mile,  equal  to  or  even  less  than  the  rates 
from  another  section,  or  that  shippers  from  the  latter  section  have 
not  complained,  is  not  conclusive  that  the  rates  from  the  first  section 
are  reasonable.  Baldwin  &  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  15. 

228.  The  fact  that  shippers  of  certain  commodities  are  charged  higher 
rates  comparatively  than  other  classes  of  freight  does  not  alone  prove 
that  such  rates  are  excessive.  Eastern  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co. 
(Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  847. 

229.  Earnings  per  ton  mile  are  of  value  as  a  basis  of  comparison  or 
means  of  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  rate,  due  consideration 
being  given  to  the  fact  that  a  carrier  should  receive  a  greater  ton-mile 
earning  on  short  hauls  than  on  long  hauls.  Public  Utilities  Conunis- 
sion  V.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1. 

230.  Statistics  including  interstate  and  intrastate  earnings  showing 
that  the  railroads'  net  operating  revenue  per  mile  of  road  is  greater 
than  in  neighboring  states  do  not  furnish  a  proper  basis  for  fixing  intra- 
state rates,  for  the  reason  that  revenues  received  from  interstate  move- 
ments should  not  be  considered  in  fixing  intrastate  rates.  Northwestern 
Grain  Dealers'  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
43. 

(c)  Joint  rates* 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  establish  joint  freight  rates,  see  supra, 
31. 

231.  A  joint  tariff  filed  by  a  railroad  for  hauling  a  commodity  may 
be  recognized,  although  the  Public  Service  Company  Law  may  not  au- 
thorize the  filing  of  joint  tariffs,  and  although  the  practice  is  not  to 
be  commended  generally,  where  it  is  not  in  direct  violation  of  the  rules 
of  the  Commission  and  appears  to  have  done  no  harm  to  complainant 
for  the  mere  fact  that  it  is  joint.  National  Tube  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0. 
R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1. 

232.  An  order  prescribing  a  maximiun  joint  freight  rate  without  de- 
termining in  what  proportion  the  joint  rate  should  be  divided  among  the 
participating  carriers  is  not  shown  to  be  unreasonable  and  confisca- 
tory as  to  the  originating  carrier  by  evidence  that  if  the  intermediate 
and  delivering  carriers  are  paid, the  respective  amounts  previously  paid 
under  the  former  joint  rate  the  originating  carrier  will  receive  for  the 
line  haul  a  sum  less  than  the  cost  of  operation.  State  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ex  rel.  American  Sand  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  1  (S.  C.  279  HI.  110,  110  N.  E.  620). 

283.  An  order  of  the  Illinois  Commission  requiring  the  establishment 
of  joint  rates  on  shipments  of  sand  and  gravel  entering  a  city  switch- 
ing district  does  not  have  the  effect  of  permitting  one  railroad  to  operate 
its  trains  and  cars  over  and  upon  the  tracks  and  into  the  terminals  of 
another  railroad.     State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  American 
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Sand  Ck).  ▼.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Ul.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1  (S.  C,  270 
111.  110,  116  N.  E.  620). 

234.  The  expense  of  railroad  junctional  service  in  transferring  a 
through  haul  at  an  interchange  point  is  so  small  that  it  may  not 
properly  be  made  the  basis  of  an  additional  charge  for  a  two-line  haul. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  t.  Bangor  k  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
L 

(d)  Carload  weight-. 

235.  All  railroads  in  a  state  should  have  the  same  minimum  carload 
weights  for  carload  shipments  of  a  commodity.  Railroad  Comrs.  v. 
Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A,  38. 

236.  Minimum  carload  weights  for  carload  shipments  of  hay  and 
straw  were  fixed  on  the  basis  of  9  pounds  to  1  cubic  foot  of  space, 
carriers  not  being  required  to  furnish  cars  of  less  capacity  than  2,500 
cubic  feet.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
38. 

237.  Railroads  furnishing  for  their  own  convenience  smaller  cars  for 
hay  and  straw  than  they  are  required  to  supply  must  apply  a  minimum 
carload  weight  of  9  pounds  per  cubic  foot.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  North- 
em  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A,  38. 

238.  Railroads  furnishing  for  their  own  convenience  larger  cars  for 
hay  and  straw  than  ordered  must  apply  the  actual  weight  of  the  ship- 
ment, where  not  less  than  the  minimum  carload  weight  fixed  in  the 
tariffs  for  cars  of  the  capacity  or  dimensions  ordered,  provided  the  cars 
ordered  would  have  contained  the  shipment.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  North- 
ern P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A,  38. 

239.  While  the  use  of  larger  capacity  cars  resulted  in  increased  per 
car  earnings  for  the  railroad,  consideration  was  also  given  to  the  fact 
that  the  greater  weight  of  the  large  cars  required  increased  power  to 
haul  them  and  resulted  in  greater  wear  and  tear  on  track  and  specials, 
in  passing  upon  reasonableness  of  existing  freight  rates.  Grand  Rapids 
Live  Stock  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917B,  310. 

240.  An  increase  in  the  minimum  weight  of  carloads  of  grain  prod- 
ucts, from  24,000  pounds  to  30,000  pounds,  is  justified  in  Oklahoma, 
under  existing  abnormal  conditions,  in  the  interest  of  the  nation  and  as 
a  contribution  of  the  state  to  the  cause  of  increased  car  efficiency  and 
decrease  of  car  shortage,  although  it  will  involve  sacrifice  and  loss  to 
the  flour  business  of  the  state.  Re  Carriers  Operating  in  Oklahoma 
(Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  684. 

1 

(e)  Per  diem  charge  far  cars. 

241.  A  per  diem  charge  to  a  shipper,  without  any  allowance  for  free 
time,  for  steam  railroad  cars  hauled  by  an  electric  road  to  the  ship- 
per's track  for  loading  or  unloading,  cannot  be  justified  as  compensa- 
tion for  the  additional  expense  as  to  inspection,  bookkeeping,  and  wear 
and  tear,  since  such  expenses  should  be  included  in  the  rate  for  the 
entire  service.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  88. 
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242.  A  per  diem  charge  to  a  shipper,  without  any  allowance  for  free 
time,  for  steam  railroad  cars  hauled  hy.an  electric  road  to  the  ship- 
per's track  for  loading  or  unloading,  cannot  he  justified  upon  the  theory 
that  the  electric  road  acquires  the  use  of  the  cars  to  perform  com- 
pensatory service  for  the  shipper,  since  the  electric  road  merely  aids 
the  shipper  to  enjoy  the  use  to  which  he  is  entitled  during  the  free 
time.  Public  Utilities  Commission  ▼.  Maine  C.  R.  Ck).  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917D.  88. 

243.  The  collection  hy  an  electric  road  of  a  per  diem  charge  from  a 
shipper,  without  any  allowance  for  free  time,  for  steam  railroad  cars 
hauled  by  the  electric  road  to  the  shipper's  track  for  loading  or  un- 
loading, which  charge  is  fixed  by  and  collected  for  the  steam  road,  is 
properly  controlled  by  ordering  the  steam  road  to  permit  the  shipper 
to  handle  hfs  freight  in  the  same  way  that  other  similar  patrons  handle 
theirs,  the  railroad  not  making  the  charge  to  the  other  patrons.  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Conunission  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  88. 

(f)    Demurrage. 

Certiorari  to  review  order  directing  railroads  to  enforce  demurrage 
rules,  see  Cebtiorabi. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  establish  demurrage  rules  and  provide  penal- 
ties for  their  enforcement  as  delegation  of  legislative  power,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  77. 

Fact  that  demurrage  rule  is  broad  enough  to  apply  to  interstate  cara 
as  affecting  its  validity  wi^  reference  to  intrastate  cars,  see  Con- 

8TITDTIONAI.  LaW,  81. 

state  demurrage  rales  eonstrued  as  applicable  to  intrastate  commerce 
only,  see  iNnawTATB  CdrasBOB,  13. 

Annotation  on  car  demurrage  rules,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  387. 
Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  switching  and  demurrage  rates.  Ap- 
pendix, P.U.R.1917A,  p.  1126. 

244.  A  railroad  company  is  entitled  to  charge  demurrage  where,  on  the 
day  of  the  arrival  of  a  car,  notice  by  mail  is  sent  to  the  eonaignee,  wha 
does  not  order  the  car's  removal  until  the  day  following  his  receipt  of 
the  notice.  Hubbard  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917C,. 
240. 

246.  No  necessity  for  an  increase  in  demurrage  rates  exists  where 
it  is  shown  that  the  carriers  are  not  collecting  those  which  the  tariffa 
permit  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917C^ 
47. 

(g)  DUinfeding  oars. 

246.  In  fixing  a  charge  for  cleaning  and  disinfecting  live  stock  car& 
in  addition  to  the  regular  transportation  rate,  on  account  of  an  order 
of  the  state  board  of  live  stock  commissioners  requiring  carriers  to  clean 
and  disinfect  cars,  a  reasonable  allowance  should  be  made  for  loss  ta 
the  carriers  due  to  the  detention  of  the  car  while  being  disinfected,  but 
r.o  allowance  should  be  made  on  account  of  detention  of  the  car  while 
being  cleaned,  where  the  law  prior  to  the  order  requiring  disinfection. 
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imposed  on  the  carriers  the  duty  of  furnishing  reasonably  clean  cars, 
since  it  must  be  presumed  that  the  cost  of  cleaning  was  taken  into 
consideration  by  the  carriers  in  fixing  the  transportation  rates.  State 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  998  (S.  C.  279  111.  194,  116  N.  E.  696). 

247.  In  fixing  a  charge  for  cleaning  and  disinfecting  live  stock  cars, 
miscellaneous  items  of  expense  incurred  as  a  result  of  ordinary  cleaning 
of  cars,  and  not  from  any  additional  services  required  by  the  order  of 
the  board  of  live  stock  commissioners  requiring  disinfecting  of  live 
stock  cars,  should  not  be  included.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. . 
Atchison,  T.  k  S.  F.  R.  Qo.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  998  (S.  C.  279  111.  194, 
116  N.E.  696). 

248.  In  fixing  a  charge  for  cleaning  and  disinfecting  live  stock  cars 
no  allowance  should  be  made  for  disposing  of  the  refuse  from  the  cars 
where  it  appears  that  ordinarily  the  carriers  disposed  of  the  refuse 
without  cost  to  them,  except  that  during  the  prevalence  of  the  hoof  and 
mouth  disease  some  of  the  carriers  were  obliged  to  make  special  pro- 
vision for  the  disposal  of  the  refuse  at  a  small  cost,  and  that  it  is  no 
longer  necessary  to  do  so.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Atchison, 
T.  &  8.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  998  (S.  C.  279  111.  194,  116  N.  B. 
696). 

249.  In  fixing  a  charge  for  the  additional  service  required  of  live  8to<dc 
carriers  by  an  order  of  the  board  of  live  stock  oommissioners  in  re- 
quiring the  cleaning  and  disinfecting  of  cars,  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission should  afford  the  carriers  an  opportunity  of  showing  the  oost 
of  additional  service  by  eliminating  improper  items  before  fixing  a  rate 
for  such  service,  where  the  evidence  presented  by  the  carriers  com- 
mingled proper  and  improper  items  of  expense  in  such  manner  that  the 
expense  of  the  additional  service  could  not  be  determined.  State  Publio 
Utilities  Commission  v.  Atchison,  T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
998  (8.  C.  279  111.  194,  116  N.  B.  696). 

(h)  Bates  for  particular  commodities. 

Annotation  on  railroad  commodity  rates,  P.UJt.l917F,  p.  687. 

260.  A  rate  of  20  cents  per  ton  for  the  carriage  and  disposal  of  slag 
and  other  dean  refuse  material  of  furnaces  and  mills  will  be  held  un- 
reasonable, in  the  absence  of  evidence  of  the  expense  of  the  haul,  where 
some  of  the  refuse  is  used  by  the  carrier,  and  where  no  allowance  is 
made  in  the  refuse  rate  for  the  compensation  that  is  received  through 
inclusion  in  the  rates  for  the  raw  materials  and  finished  products.  Na-. 
tional  Tube  Co.  v.  Baltimore  ft  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1. 

251.  A  railroad  company  was  ordered  to  establish  a  rate  of  not  to 
exceed  $1  per  ton  to  apply  on  salt  in  carload  lots,  minimum  weight 
50,000  pounds,  from  Huxley  to  Reno,  Nevada,  against  the  objection 
that  the  rate  was  too  low  as  compared  to  the  rate  on  the  same  com- 
modity between  Reno  and  points  competitive  with  Huxley;  it  appear- 
ing that  the  earnings  from  the  new  rate  per  car  mile  would  be  about 
39  per  cent  greater  than  the  average  of  195  rates  for  salt  between  other 
points  on  various  railroads,  and  that  it  would  produce  greater  earn- 
ings per  car  mile  than  that  received  on  the  same  commodity  from  * 
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voluntary  rate  betwe^i  two  other  points  on  the  same  line.    Re  Southern 
P.  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917C,  53. 

252.  The  reasonableness  of  joint  rates  on  fuel  wood  cannot  be  sup- 
ported on  the  theory  that  shipments  are  made  during  a  particular 
period  of  a  year,  where  summer  shipments  practically  equal  fall  and 
winter  Bhipments,  and  where  there  is  a  large  supply  on  the  line  of 
the  originating  carrier  which  should  be  interested  in  its  marketing.  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1. 

253.  The  joint  rate  of  $1.65  per  cord  for  fuel  hardwood,  equal  to  82J 
cents  a  net  ton,  and  producing  earnings  of  3.89  cents  per  ton  mile  on  the 
through  mileage,  fixed  by  the  originating  carrier  for  the  21.2-mile 
two-line  haul  from  Hudson  to  Bangor,  is  excessive,  it  appearing  that 
the  terminal  carrier  considers  that  earnings  of  2.4  cents  per  ton  mile 
from  an  85-cent  rate  for  a  17.7-mile  local  haul  are  remunerative;  that 
the  originating  carrier  is  satisfied  with  its  proportion  of  a  $1.50 
competitive  joint  rate  for  a  52-mile  haul  which  yields  operating  ex- 
penses and  ''something  over,"  but  less  than  the  return  from  the  $1.65 
rate;  that  the  originating  carrier's  local  rate  for  its  distance  of  the 
joint  haul  yields  1.37  cents  per  ton  mile  less  than  is  received  from 
the  $1.65  rate;  that  $1  is  the  single  line  rate  for  21.2  miles,  and  that 
$1.55  is  the  sum  of  the  local  rates  for  the  joint  haul;  and  a  rate  of 
$1.35  is  reasonable,  based  on  the  local  mileage  rate  plus  a  reasonable 
excess  for  two  hauls.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co. 
(Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1. 

254.  The  hazard  from  poor  refrigeration  of  peaches  and  grapes,  wMch 
is  assumed  by  the  shipper  in  accepting  a  cheap  rate  and  releasing  the 
railroad  from  liability,  is  not  an  ''unusual  hazard*'  within  the  rule  that 
the  absence  of  an  unusual  hazard  affects  the  reasonableness  of  the  rate. 
Baldwin  &  Co.  ▼.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  15. 

255.  The  first  and  second  class  rates,  per  the  class  rate  mileage 
scale,  on  peaches  and  grapes  respectively  in  carloads  from  points  in 
western  AHchigan  to  Detroit,  are  excessive  where  poor  refrigeration, 
voluntarily  assumed  by  shippers  in  consideration  of  a  cheap  rate,  is 
the  only  hazard  to  which  the  fruit  is  subjected,  where  the  market  is 
restricted  by  reason  of  the  rates,  preventing  competition  with  ship- 
ments from  interstate  points,  and  where  the  fruit  earnings  per  ton 
per  mile  are  five  times  the  average  freight  earnings  per  ton  per  mile 
for  all  classes  of  intrastate  freight.  Baldwin  &  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  R. 
Co.  (Mich.  )P.U.R.1917A,  15. 

256.  In  order  to  meet  the  charge  of  unreasonableness  of  rates  on 
peaches  and  grapes  in  carloads  from  western  Michigan  to  Detroit,  in 
restricting  the  marketing  in  that  city,  railroads  may  not  successfully 
contend  that  Chicago  is  the  natural  market,  on  the  theory  that  Detroit 
shipments  are  made  only  when  the  other  market  is  unprofitable,  where 
they  put  themselves  in  the  position  of  preferring  to  accept  a  shorter 
haul  and  lower  rate,  and  operate  in  competition  with  the  boat  lines 
to  Chicago  rather  than  a  longer  haul  and  higher  rate  without  water 
cc^npetition  in  the  haul  to  Detroit,  in  the  developing  of  which  market 
they  are  interested.  Baldwin  &  Co.  ▼.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.) 
P.UJ1.1917A,  15. 
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h>  Sewers, 

257.  A  sewerage  company  receiying  an  inadequate  but  QonccAflscatory 
return  should  be  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  to  provide  for  additional 
taxation  imposed  upon  it  by  a  municipality  because  of  a  previous  appeal 
to  a  Commission  for  an  increase  in  rates.  Re  Burlington  Sewerage  Co. 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917D,  766. 

i.  Steamships, 

258.  An  increase  in  steamship  rates  will  be  allowed  to  prevent  opera- 
tion at  a  loss,  due  to  high  prices  of  materials  for  repairs  and  operation 
because  of  the  European  War,  although  the  increase  will  work  a  hard- 
ship upon  the  patrons  by  making  living  more  expensive  for  them.  Re 
Cavite  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917D,  882. 

f.  Street  railways, 

1,  In  general. 

Municipal  franchise  fixing  rates  as  affecting  fares  in  annexed  territory, 

see  Co^^STiTUTiONAL  Law,  53,  54. 
Constitutional  provision  for  local  municipal  govenmient  as  affecting 

power  of  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  rates  in  city,  see 

supra,  41,  42. 
Statutes  applicable  to  rates  of  street  railway  using  aqueduct  bridge  in 

District  of  Columbia,  see  supra,  43,  44. 

Annotation  on  street  railway  rates,  P.U.R1917E,  p.  72, 

259.  It  is  immaterial  whether  an  electric  railroad  comes  within  tiie 
statutory  definition  of  a  "street  railroad,"  or  of  a  ''railroad,'*  in  a  pro- 
ceeding for  a  reduction  of  city  fares  to  5  cents,  under  §  27  of  the  Cali- 
fornia Public  Utilities  Act,  prohibiting  a  city  fare  by  a  street  railroad 
in  excess  of  5  cents  except  upon  a  contrary  showing,  where,  under  the 
evidence,  no  reduction  is  justified.  Los  Angeles  v.  Pacific  Electric  R. 
Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  679. 

260.  No  fixed  standard  can  be  applied  in  establishing  street  railway 
fares,  since  the  factors  that  must  be  taken  into  consideration  are  so 
numerous  and  varied  that  It  is  necessary  to  judge  each  particular  case 
upon  its  individual  merits.    Re  Grafton  (Mass.)  P.U.R.I9I7B,  406. 

261.  A  street  railway  company  was  authorized  to  eliminate  reduced 
rate  tickets  and  to  establish  a  straight  6-cent  fare,  in  view  of  the  need 
of  additional  revenue,  and  In  the  absence  of  evidence  that  the  company 
would  not  benefit  from  such  increase  in  fares  sufficient  to  justify  the 
Conmiission  in  interfering  with  the  judgment  of  the  management  of  the 
road  in  this  respect.  Re  New  Bedford  k  O.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  600. 

262.  In  a  proceeding  for  a  reduction  of  street  car  fares  in  a  city,  con- 
sideration should  be  givoi  to  the  fact  that  the  reduction  would  cause  a 
great  loss  of  revenue  by  also  reducing  a  through  rate.  Los  Angeles  t. 
Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1917C,  679. 

263.  The  mere  fact  that  sparsely  settled  outlying  territory  has  been 
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annexed  to  a  city  does  not  change  the  diaracter  of  the  electric  railway 
service  from  suburban  or  interurban  to  strictly  city,  service,  so  as  to 
require  a  reduction  of  the  fare  to  5  cents.  Los  Angeles  v.  Pacific  Elec- 
tric R.  C!o.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  679. 

264.  Street  railroad  fares  will  not  be  required  to  be  reduced  to  5 
cents  in  territory  annexed  to  a  city,  where  the  service  is  suburban  or 
interurban  in  its  nature,  and  the  reduction  would  cause  a  great  increase 
in  a  large  operating  deficit.  Los  Angeles  v.  Pacific  Electric  R.  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  679. 

2>  Commutation  and  mileage  hooks, 

266.  A  street  railway  company  was  permitted,  in  order  to  increase  its 
revenues,  to  substitute  for  an  existing  6  cent  zone  system  of  rates,  a 
schedule  based  upon  a  charge  of  2  cents  a  mile,  with  a  minimum  fare  of 
6  cents,  and  with  commutation  books,  upon  the  basis  of  fifty-two  rides 
for  a  period  of  one  month,  such  commutation  books  enabling  a  pur- 
chaser to  ride  between  any  two  designated  points  at  a  rate  equal  to  75 
per  cent  of  the  regular  fare  where  such  fare  is  more  than  6  cents; 
unused  coupons  to  be  redeemable  at  an  amount  equal  to  the  difference 
between  what  the  rides  the  pass^iger  has  taken  have  cost  him,  and 
what  they  would  have  cost  him  if  he  had  paid  cash  instead  of  using  the 
tickets.    Re  Concord,  M.  ft  H.  Street  R.  Go.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  59. 

266.  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  issue  street  railway  tickets  in  lots  of 
twenty  for  $1,  instead  of  ten  for  50  cents,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
large  majority  of  workingmen's  and  other  forms  of  special  tickets  is- 
sued by  the  company  and  other  street  railways  and  railroad  companies 
in  the  state  provide  for  an  investment  of  $1  or  more,  and  that  an  issue 
of  small  amounts  wonld  facilitate  their  use  by  casual  riders  as  well  as 
the  regular  riders  for  whom  they  are  intended.  Re  Bay  State  Street  R. 
Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  856. 

a.  Fare  Monee. 

267.  Inequality  in  fare  zones  on  street  railway  lines  radiating  from 
a  common  center  is  not  conclusive  that  the  rates  are  unreasonable,  since 
street  car  fares  are  not  fixed  strictly  on  a  mileage  basis,  but  are  in- 
fluenced by  other  factors,  such  as  the  location  of  centers  of  population, 
town  and  city  boundary  lines,  and  density  of  traffic.  Re  Grafton  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  406. 

4,  Copper  zone  eyttem, 

fi68.  A  new  system  of  street  railway  fares,  such  as  the  "copper  zone 
system,"  although  fair  and  reasonable  and  less  open  to  the  charge  of 
discrimination  than  the  one  in  force,  should  not  be  adopted  without 
modification,  where  it  would  violently  disarrange  a  method  of  charging 
that  has  long  been  in  effect  and  upon  the  strength  of  which  many  patrons 
have  established  homes.  Re  Concord,  M.  k  H.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917E  59. 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 22. 
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5.  Transfers. 

269.  A  street  railway  company  operating  a  number  of  lines  as  parts 
of  a  single  system  may  be  required  to  establish  through  service  upon 
the  payment  of  a  single  fare.  Puget  Sound  Traction,  Light,  k  P.  Co. 
V.  Reynolds  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  67  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  674,  61  L.  ed. 
1325,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  705). 

k.  Telephones. 

1.  In  general. 

Estoppel  by  acceptance  of  telephone  franchise  to  ask  increase  in  rates, 

see  Estoppel,  6. 
Right  of  telephone  company  in  resisting  competition  to  charge  rates  not 

remunerative  and  lower  than  in  other  localities,  see  Monopolt  and 

Competition,  l. 
Municipality  as  proper  party  complainant  against  alleged  discriminatory 

interezchange  rates,  see  Pasties,  1. 

Annotation  on  telephone  rates,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  961. 
270*.  In  passing  upon  rates  and  services  for  a  consolidated  telephone 
system,  the  West  Virginia  Commission  approved  a  reduction  of  the  free 
service  area  with  a  lower  rental  and  the  establishment  of  toll  charges 
where  it  appeared  that  the  proposed  rates  and  service  would  more 
nearly  result  in  each  subscriber  paying  for  his  own  service  and  would 
insure  more  efficient  service.  Re  Chesapeake  A  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  956. 

271.  A  joint  rate  for  tel^hone  service  lower  than  the  sum  of  the  two 
rates  for  the  same  class  of  service,  where  two  subscribers  own  the  sam«( 
telephone  and  have  their  names  in  the  directory,  was  permitted  t^ 
stand.    Re  Curtis  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  674. 

272.  Rates  should  not  be  increased  for  the  mere  purpose  of  reducing 
prolonged  conversations  over  telephone  lines  about  unimportant  matters 
Re  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  118. 

272a.  The  fact  that  a  telephone  company  switching  for  a  rural  lin« 
gets  the  benefit  of  the  connection  with  farm  subscribers,  does  not  justify 
a  charge  for  switching  service  of  less  than  its  cost,  since  the  farmers 
also  get  the  benefit  of  an  additional  connection  with  the  subscribers  of 
the  telephone  company.  Re  Kearney  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
402. 

273.  Under  a  provision  in  a  telephone  company's  common  stock  cer- 
tificate providing  that  the  holder  should  be  entitled  to  telephone  service 
and  that  the  stock  was  assessable  not  to  exceed  $10  a  year  to  pay  corpo- 
rate expenses,  a  stockholder  was  bound  to  pay  for  telephone  service  such 
sum,  not  exceeding  $10  a  year,  as  should  be  arrived  at  by  dividing  the 
total  cost  of  the  service  by  the  average  number  of  telephones  in  use. 
MUes  V.  People's  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  175  (S.  0.  —  Wis. 
— ,  163  N.  W.  652). 
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2,  Business  and  residence  rates. 

274.  A  telephone  subscriber  who  is  engaged  in  the  retail  lumber  busi- 
ness, and  is  so  listed  in  the  telephone  directory,  and  so  advertises  on  his 
stationery,  should  pay  on  the  basis  of  a  business  subscriber  although, 
for  his  convenience,  the  telephone  is  located  at  his  residence  in  close 
proximity  to  the  place  of  business.  Roby  v.  Fife- Wayne  Farmers  Teleph. 
Co.  (Mont)  P.U.R.1917F,  202. 

274a.  In  fixing  the  rates  for  a  newly  ooneolidated  telephone  company, 
the  Nebraska  Commission  refused  to  allow  it  to  charge  busineflB  rates 
higher  than  for  other  exchanges  of  similar  size,  although  the  estimated 
return  would  be  only  7i  per  cent  on  the  present  value  of  the  property, 
an  amount  not  regarded  by  the  Commission  as  excessive;  it  appearing 
that  the  amount  of  the  return  could  not  be  accurately  forecasted,  and 
that  the  charging  of  an  excessive  rate  would  have  a  material  effect  upon 
the  revenues  of  the  company.  Re  Kearney  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.UJt. 
1917D,  402. 

275.  An  additional  charge  of  50  cents  a  month  for  telephones  in 
private  residences  having  one  or  more  roomers  or  boarders  is  not  unrea- 
sonable where  it  appears  that  a  majority  of  such  roomers  are  students 
who  require  telephone  service;  that  it  is  difficult  to  rent  rooms  without 
telephone  service;  that  such  students  publish  a  directory  containing 
about  three  thousand  names,  most  of  which  are  listed  against  telephone 
numbers,  and  a  majority  of  these  are  not  subscribers  of  the  telephone 
company;  and  that  the  number  of  calls  in  that  city  is  much  greater 
per  station  than  in  other  cities  of  like  size.  State  ex  rel.  Columbia 
Teleph.  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  27  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  195 
S.  W.  741). 

a.  InsMlatimi  charge. 

276.  Applicants  for  telephone  service  for  a  limited  time  from  a  small 
rural  company  were  required  to  pay  a  maximum  installation  charge  of 
$10  and  a  maximum  annual  charge  of  $15,  the  service  charge  to  be 
collected  at  periods  not  to  exceed  three  months,  or  quarterly  in  advance, 
one  third  of  the  installation  charge  to  be  rebated  each  quarter,  after  the 
first  six  months.  Pearce  v.  Farmers'  Independent  Teleph.  Line  No.  71 
(Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  243. 

4.  Removal  charges, 

277.  A  removal  charge  of  50  cents,  made  when  there  is  no  removal  of 
the  telephone,  but  where  one  tenant  moves  out  and  another  moves  in, 
without  expense  to  the  utility,  except  the  matter  of  bookkeeping,  is 
unreasonable.  State  ex  rel.  Columbia  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  27  (S.  C.  —  Mo.  — ,  195  S.  W.  741). 

278.  A  telephone  company  was  denied  the  right  to  establish  a  rate 
for  moving  telephones  except  as  to  changes  made  within  a  year  from 
installation,  or  after  the  expiration  of  a  year  where  the  subscriber  does 
not  choose  to  enter  into  a  contract  for  service  for  a  year  at  the  new 
location,  for  which  a  charge  of  $2  for  an  outside  change  and  $1  for  an 
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inside  change  was  authorized.     Sparta  v.  Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  507. 

5.  Extension  telephones. 

Rates  for  extension  telephones  as  private  lines,  see  supra,  120. 

279.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  refused  to  interfere  with  a  rate  of 
$9  per  year  for  a  business  telephone  extension  and  $6  per  year  for  a 
residence  extension  where  it  was  impossible  to  make  a  cost  inyestigation 
of  the  service;  the  rates  did  not  appear  high  as  compared  with  extoision 
rates  of  other  companies;  and  the  Commission  was  inclined  to  believe 
that  the  actual  cost  of  providing  the  extra  service  was  not  far  from  the 
rate  charged.  Sparta  v.  Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  507. 

280.  A  second  telephone  of  a  subscriber  which  is  called  by  a  different 
code  ring  from  that  of  the  main  instrument  is  not  an  extension  tele- 
phone, and  should  be  charged  the  regular  rental.  Re  Franksville  Teleph. 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  270. 

6.  Metallic  circuit  rates* 

281.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  not  to  grant  rates 
for  full  metallic  rural  service  until  all  or  a  large  part  of  the  lines  are 
so  equipped,  because  rural  subscribers  do  not  obtain  full  metallic  serv- 
ice to  its  full  extent  imtil  all  rural  lines  are  made  full  metallic  Sparta 
v.  Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  607. 

7.  Excess  radius  charges, 

282.  It  was  not  deemed  equitable  or  desirable  to  charge  telephone 
subscribers  located  over  5  miles  from  the  exchange  an  additional  rate 
for  each  additional  mile  of  line.  Morrill  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  339. 

8.  Bates  on  physical  {connection. 

283.  The  South  Dakota  Commission  refused  to  pass  upon  the  rea^ 
sonablenesB  of  existing  rates  upon  ordering  physical  connection  between 
two  local  telephone  exchanges,  but  required  that  service  should  be  fur- 
nished for  a  period  of  at  least  six  months  before  the  filing  of  an  appli- 
cation for  an  increase  in  rates,  since  actual  experiment  will  render  the 
added  cost^  if  any,  a  matter  of  mere  mathematical  computation.  Mil- 
bank  v.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  371. 

284.  A  differential  or  arbitrary  charge  in  addition  to  the  toll  rate 
was  imposed  as  one  of  the  conditions  to  ordering  physical  connection 
between  competing  telephone  systems,  to  protect  the  property  of  one  of 
the  companies  from  irreparable  injury  which  would  otherwise  result. 
Owatonna  v.  Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1W7C,  565. 

9.  Toll  charges* 

285.  Toll  rates  should  be  established  for  furnishing  connection  with 
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other  companies  in  adjoining  towns  rather  than  increasing  the  rental 
rates  which  are  insufficient  for  both  classes  of  service,  since  the  users 
of  toll  service  should  pay  for  it.  Eel  River  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Whitley 
County  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)"p.U.R.1917F,  810. 

286.  Long-distance  telephone  service  through  physical  connection  was 
required  to  be  given  on  a  toll,  rather  than  on  an  increased  rate»  basis. 
Smith  V.  Squires  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  247. 

287.  Telephone  service  between  communities  10  miles  apart  may  be 
given  on  a  toll  basis  rather  than  on  a  flat-rate  basis,  although  the  traffic 
is  of  a  local  character,  where  a  toll  rate  of  only  5  cents  per  message  will 
measurably  meet  the  needs  of  the  conununities  and  insure  a  reasonable 
return.    Morrill  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  339. 

288.  Telephone  subscribers  may  be  deprived  of  a  flat'  rate  by  being 
connected  to  another  exchange  which  charges  a  toll  rate  to  the  com- 
mon point,  where  the  first  exchange  was  a  losing  venture  when  operated 
alone,  the  subscribers  will  enjoy  a  more  extensive  local  service  through 
the  new  connection,  and  the  toll  rate  is  reasonable.  Morrill  v.  Wisconsin 
Teleph.  Ca  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  839. 

I.  Water. 

1.  In  general. 

Fee  for  turning  on  water  that  had  been  turned  off  for  nonpayment,  see 

Payment,  29,  30. 
Rates  for  surplus  water,  see  supra,  3. 

289.  Domestic  water  rates  of  one  locality  are  not  shown  to  be  exces- 
sive merely  because  they  are  higher  than  the  rates  for  two  other  locali- " 
ties  supplied  by  the  same  system,  and  because  the  first  locality  pays  a 
larger  percentage  of  the  total  revenue  in  proportion  to  relative  number 
of  customers,  where  that  locality  pays  less  for  municipal  fire  service 
than  one  of  the  other  loealities,  and  uses  much  more  water  per  capita 
than  the  other  locality.  Rich  y.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

290.  A  water  company's  schedule  of  rates  will  not  be  approved  where 
one  municipality  is  excluded,  and  another  claims  to  be  excluded  by 
Tirtue  of  an  unexpired  contract,  from  the  entire  territory  served  which 
should  be  treated  as  one  district  with  uniform  rates;  and  where  it 
does  not  appear  whether  or  not  the  utility  would  receive  more  than  a 
fair  return.    Re  Commonwealth  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  548. 

291.  An  order  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  dismissing  a  com- 
plaint against  a  proposed  increase  in  water  rates,  notwithstanding  com- 
plaints against  the  adequacy  and  purity  of  the  water  supply,  is  not  open 
to  objection  nor  ground  for  interference  by  a  court  where  the  (Commis- 
sion found  that  the  quantity  of  water  supplied  was  adequate,  and  ex- 
pressly retained  that  part  of  the  complaint  pending  the  completion  of 
pressure  tests  and  report  as  to  means  employed  to  safeguard  the  purity 
of  the  water.  ML  Union  v.  Mt.  Union  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
933  (S.  C.  256  Pa.  516,  100  AtL  968) . 

292.  Independent  water   consumers   in   separate   buildings   supplied 
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through  one  connection  and  meter  may  be  required  to  make  separate 
payment;  but  each  user  must,  on  application,  be  furnished  a  separate 
meter  and  connection  to  the  property  line.  Re  Belvedere  Water  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

293.  A  consumer  cannot,  under  a  schedule  of  monthly  block  rates,  ob- 
ject to  the  payment  of  bills  for  an  estimated  moiihly  consumption 
based  on  a  quarterly  reading  of  his  meter,  and  insist  that  the  rates  be 
applied  to  the  quarterly  consumption ;  although,  if  the  monthly  schedule 
is  to  be  maintained,  the  company  should  read  its  meters  monthly. 
Skinker  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  A  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  86k 

294.  A  rate  of  4  cents  per  cubic  yard  was  fixed  for  water  used  in  mix- 
ing paving  concrete.    York  v.  York  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917P,  130. 

2.  Kinds  of  service, 

(a)  Fire  protection. 
Annotation  on  charge  for  fire  protection,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  143. 

(1)  Public, 

Effect  of  Maine  statute  on  contract  to  furnish  free  public  fire  protection, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  68. 

Provision  in  municipal  franchise  fixing  rates  for  fire  protection  as  affect- 
ing validity  of  franchise,  see  Franchises,  8. 

295.  Rates  for  public  fire-protection  service  should  be  based  upon 
the  amount  of  investment  required  for  the  part  of  the  utility's  plant 
which  is  used  and  useful  for  fire  service  alone,  together  with  ita  cost 
of  maintenance,  and  the  proper  proportional  part  of  the  operating  ex- 
penses and  depreciation.  Ben  Av(m  v*  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

296.  Municipal  fire-protection  service  is  so  different  in  chaxacter  from 
other  water  service  that  it  should  be  c<Hisidered  differently,  apad  bear 
its  just  proportion  of  the  cost  of  operation  and  maintenance,  and  in 
addition  pay  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  value  of  the  property  em- 
ployed in  such  service.    Re  City  Water  Ox  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

297.  A  water  company  was  ordered  to  make  a  schedule  of  rates  pro- 
viding for  an  annual  charge  per  mile,  of  distribution  system,  of  $175, 
and  an  annual  charge,  per  fire  hydrant  in  service,  of  $15,  the  installa- 
tion and  maintenance  of  the  hydrants  to  be  at  the  expense  of  the  com- 
pany.   Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  <Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  17. 

298.  The  charge  for  public  fire  protection  of  a  water  utility  serving 
a  number  of  small  towns  was  fixed  at  20  per  cent  of  its  gross  revenues. 
Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

(2)  PHvate, 

299.  Private  fire-protection  water  rates  'were  based  upon  a  usage, 
superimposed  upon  a  service  charge,  based,  primarily,  on  the  diameter 
of  the  service  pipe,  where  divers  uses  were  made  of  private  fire-protection 
service.     Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterwoncs  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 
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300.  A  water  utility  iB  not  required  to  furnish  private  fire-protection 
service  free  of  charge  under  an  ordinance  contract  providing  that  the 
utility  shall  "furnish  at  all  times  to  the  city  of  Portland,  without 
charge  to  the  city,  for  use  in  public  buildings  and  schoolhouses  of  the 
city,  and  for  the  extinguishment  of  fires  and  ot^er  strictly  municipal 
purposes,  such  amount  and  volume  of  water  as  may  be  needful  there- 
for."   Re  Portland  Water  Dist.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  907. 

301.  A  service  charge  in  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  service  pipe 
should  be  made  for  private  fire  protection  where  consumers  have  in-, 
stalled  and  own  their  individual  fire-protection  apparatus.  Lincoln  v. 
Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C. 
R.  113). 

302.  Rates  for  private  fire-protection  service,  where  the  lines  are  in- 
stalled by  the  utility,  should  be  similar  to  those  fixed  for  extensions  and 
additions  to  the  municipal  service,  with  the  proviso  that  the  consumer 
agree  to  pay  the  established  rate  for  a  predetermined  period,  or  should 
possibly  be  a  combination  of  service  and  footage  rates.  Lineoln  v. 
Lincoln  Water  &  Light  C!o.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1937B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C. 
R.  113). 

303.  The  charge  for  inspecting  private  fire-sprinkler  systems  should 
be  based  on  the  number  of  sprinkler  heads,  rather  than  on  a  flat  rate. 
Re  Portland  Water  Dist.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  907. 

304.  The  inspection  charge  for  private  fire-sprinkler  systems  waa 
fixed  at  1  cent  per  sprinkler  head.  Re  Portland  Water  Dist.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  907. 

306.  A  charge  should  be  made  for  each  fire-sprinkler  service  connec- 
tion.   Re  Portland  Water  Dist.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  907. 

(h)  Municipal  uses, 

306.  Water  rates  for  municipal  use,  other  than  fire-protection  service, 
were  based  on  the  amount  used,  as  in  the  case  of  private  consumption. 
Re  Kent  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917A,  261. 

8.  Flat  or  meter  rates. 

Allowance  for  meter  rate  for  water  for  building  purposes,  see  supra, 
84. 

Discussion  as  to  fiat  water  rates  being  objectionable  in  permitting 
waste,  P.U.R,1917A,  p.  765.  ^ 

Annotation  on  fiat  rates  or  meter  service  for  water,  P.UJCrD17B, 
p.  105. 

Annotation  <m  flat  or  metered  water  rates,  P.U.R.1017F,  p.  143. 

307.  A  charge  for  water  based  upon  the  number  of  connections  or  out- 
lets does  not  violate  the  requirements  of  a  charter  that  rated  should  t)e 
fixed  with  reference  to  "the  probable  quantity  of  water  which  applicants 
are  likely  to  consume."  York  v.  York  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
130. 

308.  A  charge  of  1^  cents  per  thousand  gallons,  net,  was  held  to  be 
compensatory  to  a  water  company  for  the  additional  expenses  caused 
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by  the  establishment  of  metered  water  service,  in  a  village.    Re  Heisea 
(III.)  P.U.R.1917B,  644. 

4.  Minimum  hill  or  service  charge. 

309.  A  minimum  charge  may  be  made  for  water.  Re  Warwood  Water 
&  Light  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C,  329. 

310.  The  charges  of  a  water  company  were  determined  by  the  Illinois 
ConmuBsion  by  the  establishment  of  a  sliding-scale  block  rate  super- 
imposed upon  a  service  eharge.  Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (IlL) 
P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

311.  A  water  company  cannot  charge  front-foot  i^tes  for  abutting 
property  before  permitting  an  attachment  to  be  made  with  its  street 
mains,  on  the  theory  that  this  is  a  part  of  the  price  of  the  water  supply ; 
and  it  is  immaterial  that  such  a  charge  is  customary  and  that  the  lay- 
ing of  water  pipe  in  front  of  property  enhances  its  market  value. 
Craumer  v.  Sinking  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1047. 

312.  A  minimum  charge  of  $5  rather  than  $6  was  fixed  for  a  maxi- 
mum six  months'  allowance  of  12,000  gallons  of  water;  a  minimum  of 
$1  per  month  to  be  paid  for  use  for  a  shorter  period  than  six  months. 
Re  Warwood  Water  &  Light  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C,  329. 

313.  Minimum  water  rates  of  $6  per  year  and  $10  per  year,  or  pro 
rata  per  month,  for  each  of  two  cities  supplied  by  one  company,  were 
increased  to  $9  in  the  first  city  only,  rather  than  to  $12  in  both  cities, 
on  the  ground  that  a  100  per  cent  increase  in  the  rates  of  the  poorer 
classes  was  not  justified,  and  that  the  increase  in  the  latter  city  would 
discriminate  against  it.  Re  Benwood  &  McM.  Consol.  Water  Co.  (W. 
Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  460. 

314.  A  minimum  bill  of  $1  per  month  for  |  inch  water  meters  for 
residences  is  reasonable,  in  the  absence  of  exact  information  as  to  the 
cost  of  the  service,  although  the  prevailing  average  is  about  50  cents 
a  month,  it  appearing  that  the  company's  customers  are  scattered  over 
a  considerable  territory.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light 
Co.  (Mo.)  P.IJ.R.1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

315.  Minimum  bills  of  a  water  company  were  fixed  at  50  cents  per 
month  for  f-inch  services  or  smaller,  $1  per  month  for  f -inch  and  1-inch 
services,  and  $2  per  mon£h  for  l^-inch  and  larger  services;  except  that 
for  a  few  special  eases  of  water  meters  of  4-inch  size  and  larger,  the 
minimum  monthly  bill  was  required  to  be  commensurate  with  the  cost 
of  the  meter  plus  its  installation.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  k  Light 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

RATIO. 

Between  book  value  and  fair  value  of  plant  as  a  whole  as  measuie 
of  value  of  section  of  property,  see  Valuation,  26. 

READIHSSS  TO  SERVE. 

Distinction  between  minimum  charge  and  readiness  to  serve  charge, 

see  Rates,  68. 
Charge  to  cover,  see  Rates,  69-79,  187. 

Definition  of  readiness  to  service  costs  as  used  in  apportioning 
revenues,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  569. 
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BEAI.SSTATE. 

Discrimination  in  low  telephone  rate  to  real  estate  firms,  see  Dis- 

CBIMINATION,  34. 

Valuation  of  land  generiUly,  see  Valuation,  25,  290-309. 

1.  The  Illinois  Commission  will  not  sanction  the  acquisition  of 
large  tracts  of  land  by  a  public  utility  unless  it  is  clearly  shown  that 
its  definite  needs  require  the  use  of  such  property  within  a  reasonable 
time.    Re  Illinois  Terminal  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  494. 

2.  The  Illinois  Commission  authorized  a  terminal  railroad  company 
to  acquire  certain  tracts  of  land  for  proposed  increased  facilities  upon 
condition  that  within  two  years  it  should  show  definite  plans  for  the 
occupancy  by  such  railroad  structures  as  would  provide  for  the  busi- 
ness that  might  reasonably  be  expected  because  of  the  improvements, 
and  to  dispose  of  any  surplus  land  at  a  price  to  be  approved  by  the 
Commission,  upon  failure  to  show  a  need  for  the  lands.  Re  Illinois 
Terminal  R.  Co.  (111.)  P,U.R.1917B,  494. 

KBA80HABLIS1CB8S. 

Determination  of  question  of  reascmableness  by  courts,  see  Appbal 
AND  Review,  2. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  cay ry  free  of  charge 
police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of  police 
power,  see  CoNSTiTtmoNAL  Law,  79. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  rates,  see  Hates,  55-66. 

Of  return,  see  Retubn. 

Test  of  reasonableness  of  order  requiring  restoration  of  train  serv- 
ice, see  Service,  79. 

REBATE. 

Power  of  Commission  to  graat  rebate  for  inadequate  service,  see 
Rates,  18. 

RECEIVEBS. 

Time  for  making  objection  that  receiver  was  not  properly  before 

the  Commission,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  14,  15. 
Dismissal  of  service  complaint  by  Ohio  Conmiission  where  receiver 

is  amenable  to  court,  see  Commissions,  4. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  receivers,  see  Commissions,  43-45. 
Estoppel  to  bring  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin  confiscatory  state 

rate,  see  Estoppel,  3,  4. 
Receiver's  action  in  mandamus  in  state  court  not  such  adequate 

remedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunction 

suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Injunction,  3. 
Consideration  of  application  for  increase  in  rates  while  utility  is 

in  the  hands  of  the  receiver,  see  Rates,  50. 
Expense  of  management  and  superintendence  of  utility  in  the  hands 

of  a  receiver,  see  Return,  132. 
Extension  of  service  by  utility  in  hands  of  a  receiver,  see  Service, 

62, 
Valuation  of  property  taken  over  from  purchaser  at  receiver's  sale, 

see  Valuation,  18. 
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346  RECONNECnON  CHARGE— REFUSE. 

BECOHNECTIOH  CHABGE. 

By  gas  oompaDy,  see  Sebvice,  140. 

BECOH8TBUCTIOH. 

See  generally  Repairs  and  Replacements. 

Reconstruction  of  telephone  lines  to  comply  with  California  safety 
law,  see  Telephones,  1^. 

RECORDS. 

See  also  Aocountino. 

Power  of  Alabama  ComnoLission  to  compel  production  of  books  for 
examination  by  adverse  party,  see  Commissions,  35. 

Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  in  the  absence  of  records,  see 
Valuation,  90. 

Consideration  of  imperfect  inventory  when  cost  records  are  com- 
plete, see  Valuation,  165. 

Rules  in  New  Hampshire  requiring  telephones  to  keep  records  of  all 
complaints  or  irregularities  in  seirioe,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  678. 

RECOUPMENT. 

Of  early  losses,  see  Eablt  Losses. 

REDEMPnOH. 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  redemption  of  coupons  for  excess 
fares,  see  Appobtionment,  22. 

RED  LIGHTS. 

Duty  of  interurban  railways  as  to  carrying  red  lights  at  night,  see 
Service,  166. 

REDUCED  RATES. 

As  discrimination,  see  Discrimination. 

Reduced  interurban  railway  rates  to  school  children  and  working 
men  to  prevent  loss  of  patrons,  see  Rates,  169. 

REFRIGERATOR  CARS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  interstate  conunerce  carried  in 
refrigerator  cars,  see  Interstate  Commerob,  9. 

REFUKD. 

Of  overcharges,  see  Reparation. 

REFUSE. 

Carriage  and  disposal  of  slag  from  mills  and  furnaces  as  public 
service  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Pl'blic  Utilities,  28. 

Rate  for  carrying  refuse  and  slag  from  furnaces  and  mills,  see 
Rates,  250 
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BBGUXATION. 

ConBtitutional  provision  authorizing  municipality  to  frame  charter 
aa  not  giving  them  power  to  regulate  public  utilities,  see 

MUNICIPALITUBS,  4. 

Duty  of  consumer  to  obey  regulations  of  utility  although  he  has 
not  signed  contract  for  service,  see  Sbbviob,  100. 

Outstanding  securities  as  measure  of  value  as  dependent  upon  regu- 
lation of  issuance,  see  Valuation,  02-65. 

BEQUULTORS. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  electric  regulators  in  building  of 
gas  and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  266. 

REHEABIHQ. 

Right  of  court  to  set  aside  order  as  against  evidence  without  grant- 
ing rehearing,  see  Appkal  and  Rkvikw,  2. 

Right  of  review  of  judgment  setting  aside  Commission  order  without 
rehearing,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  5. 

Failure  to  apply  for  modification  of  Oonunission  as  precluding  ap- 
pellant from  urging  denial  of  due  process  on  account  of  in- 
definiteness,  see  Appkal  and  Review,  12. 

Allegations  in  petition  for  rehearing,  see  Pleading,  4. 

1.  A  rehearing  of  a  proceeding  to  fix  water  rates  will  not  be  granted 
because  of  all^^ed  error  by  the  Commission  as  to  the  amount  of  water 
consumed,  it  appearing  that  the  utility  had  opportunity  to  present  the 
information  on  the  hearing,  that  a  retrial  would  probably  result  in  re- 
adjustments which  would  offset  any  gain  to  the  utility  from  the  use  of 
their  figures,  and  that  the  present  rates  are  the  average  charged  by 
other  companies  for  comparable  senrioe.  Re  Kent  Water  &  Light  Co. 
<Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  894. 


By  app3al,  see  Appeal  and  Revikw. 

See  also  CERnoRABi;  iNJtmcnoN;  Mandaihts;  Pboobduiub;  Fbo 

HIBITION;  QUO  WarBANTO. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation  of 
California  statute  and  constitution,  see  Reparation,  8. 

Application  to  Commission  as  proper  remedy  to  compel  restoration 
of  street  lighting  service,  see  Service,  32. 

REMOVAL  OF  CHARGE. 

Reasonableness  of  charge  for  remo\'ul  of  telephones,  see  Rates,  277, 

278. 

REHEWAUI. 

,^See  generally  Repairs  and  Replacements. 

Utility  entitled  to  rates  to  provide  reserve  to  make  renewals,  see 
Depreciation,  1. 
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RENTS. 

Aeconnting  for,  see  Aooountiwo,  6. 

Apportionment  of,  see  AFPomoNicsKT,  63. 

Consideration  of  rebate  of  rent  rendered  neoeeeary  by  faulty  oon- 

struction,  in  ascertaining  original  cost,  see  Valuation,  88. 
Lease  rentals  of  natural  gas  company  as  overhead  expenses,  see 

Valuation,  117. 

REOBaANIZATIOH. 

Power  of  Conmiission  to  interfere  with  adjustment  of  crctfitors* 
claims  and  of  fees  and  expenses  to  syndicates  for  effecting  re- 
organization, see  SECuarTY  Issues,  12. 

fiecurity  issues  upon,  see  Se»ubitt  Issues,  12,  45-48. 

Annotation  on  capitalization  upon  reorganization,  P.U.R.1917E, 
p.  482. 

Annotation  on  approval  of  plans  for  reorganization  of  railroad, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  752. 

Annotation  on  valuation  on  reorganiiaiina»  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  197. 

1.  The  Kansas  Commission  will  approve  a  plan  of  reorganization 
of  an  insolvent  railroad  company,  although  it  believes  that  the  capital- 
ization of  the  new  company  is  excessive,  where  the  plan  has  been  ap- 
proved by  a  judge  of  the  Federal  court  in  a  receivership  proceeding. 
Re  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917D,  749. 

REPAIBS  AHD  REPLACEMEIffTS. 

See  also  Bbttebhsnts. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  locomotive  repairs,  see  AFPOBnomaNT, 

10,  21. 
Depreciation  offset  by  repairs  and  reconstruction,  see  Dbpebciation, 

3. 
Inadequacy  of  maintenance  as  an  element  of  depreciation,  see  Sb- 

PBECIATION,  7. 

Right  to  issue  securities  to  pay  for,  see  Security  Issues,  25. 
When  to  be  paid  for  out  of  proceeds  of  security  issues,  see  Sbcitbitt 

Issues,  32. 
Power  of  Commission  to  compel  street  railways  to  repair  stre4;t 

paving,  see  Service,  52. 
Cost  repairing  water  meters,  see  Service,  130-132. 
Deposit  to  insure  repairing  and  safety  of  meters,  see  Service,  133- 

130. 
Installation  of  shut-off  valve  to  prevent  inconvenience  when  mains 

are  being  repaired,  see  Service,  288. 
Compliance  with  ordinance  for  repair  of  street  paving,  see  Street 

Railways,  2. 
Allowance  for  replacing  pavement  over  main3,  see  Valuation,  193- 

203. 

Definition  of  renewals  and  replacements  as  used  In  Uniform  System 
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of  Accounts  providing  for  classification  of  capital  expenditures,  P.U.R. 
1917F,  p.  460. 

Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  replacements,  P.U^.1917D, 
p.  845. 

REPABATIOir. 

J.  When  reparation  ia  to  J>e  made,  l-^O. 
o.  In  general,  1-^. 
h.  Charges  under  ohsoieie  rate,  7. 
e.  Greater  charge  for  shorter  haiul,  8. 
d,  Misrouiing  of  shipment,  9. 
II.  Jurisd4etUm,  potver,  and  dnUes  of  Cotnmiseionp  10^19. 
III.  Brocednre,  IB^ie. 
a.  In  general,  13. 
&.  Time  for  ftting  claim,  14. 
c.  Conditions  precedent,  IS,  Id. 

Order  awarding  reparation  as  denial  of  trial  bj  jury,  see  CovBTrru- 
noNAL  Law,  29. 

I.  When  reparation  is  to  he  nukde. 

a.  In  general. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  car  as  relieving 
railroad  from  liability  under  California  demurrage  rules,  see  Dam- 
ages, 1. 

Annotation  on  reparation  of  overcharges,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  88. 
Annotation  on  reparation  or  refund  of  overcharges  by  various  pub- 
lic utilities,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  728. 

1.  Reparation  will  not  be  granted  by  the  Colorado  Commission  for 
a  charge  in  excess  of  a  rate  fixed  by  the  Commission  prior  to  the  effect- 
ive date  of  such  rate,  since  the  changing  of  a  rate  by  the  Commission 
because  the  same  is  found  to  be  unjust  and  unreasonable  does  not  render 
it  unjust  and  unreasonable  ah  initio.  Manitou  v.  Colorado  Springs 
Lis^t,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R,1917F,  437. 

2.  A  utility  should  be  required  to  make  reparation  to  c  consumer 
on  account  of  its  unwarranted  refusal  to  a^ord  the  consumer  the  bene- 
fit of  a  rider  providing  for  discounts  where  the  utility  serves  several 
places  of  business  for  the  consumer.  Kennedy  Furniture  Co.  v.  Common- 
wealth Edison  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  81. 

3.  A  readjustment  of  accounts  is  unnecessary  where,  upon  the  put- 
ting into  effect  of  a  new  schedule  of  rates  ordered  by  a  Commission,  and 
pending  the  selection  of  optional  schedules,  of  which  consumers  have 
notice,  each  consumer  is  billed  upon  the  rate  nearest  the  one  under 
which  he  was  formerly  receiving  service, — particularly  where  the  con- 
sumers do  not  suffer  any  increase  over  their  former  rates;  and  this  is 
true  of  a  tenant  who  does  not  receive  actual  notice  of  his  right  to  a 
different  rate  because  of  the  fact  that  such  notice  was  sent  to  the  land- 
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lord  in  whose  name  the  account  was  carried.    Re  San  Joaqnin  Light  & 
P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

4.  The  refund  of  charges  for  electrical  power,  based  on  the  esti- 
mated maximum  demand,  in  excess  of  charges  based  on  the  measured 
maximum  demand,  will  be  authorized,  where  the  filed  rate  schedule  re- 
quired the  demand  to  be  measured,  but  the  demand  was  not  measured 
until  the  utility  was  able  to  obtain  proper  instruments  for  such  purpose. 
Re  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.' (111.)   P.U.R.1»17A,  665. 

5.  Rates  established  imder  a  temporary  injunction  of  a  Federal 
court  replacing  rates  fixed  by  a  Comrmission  may  be  made  tiie  basis  of 
an  award  under  an  arbitration  of  an  alleged  overf^arge  against  a 
school  at  the  time  the  injunction  rate  was  in  force,  where,  on  the  set- 
tlement of  the  litigaticni,  it  was  stipulated  ^at  claims  for  overcharges 
arising  from  conflict  between  the  Commission  rate  and  the  injunction 
rate  should  not  be  prosecuted,  although  the  school  was  not  represented 
in  the  litigation,  it  appearing  tliat  all  eonsuraers  had  benefited.  Re 
Springfield  Board  of  Education  (Ma)  P.U.R.iei7C,  3S  (S.  C.  4  Ma 
P.  S.  C.  R.540). 

6.  Reparation  was  awarded  for  the  difference  between  tke  first  and 
second  class  rates  on  peaches  and  grapes  respectively  in  earloads  from 
points  in  western  Michigan  to  Detroit,  and  the  rates  in  a  tariff  ordered 
to  be  filed  not  to  exceed  the  interstate  rates,  oil  shipment  moving  be- 
tween the  date  of  the  filing  of  the  complaint  and  the  effective  date  of 
the  tariff.  Baldwin  k  Co.  t.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.UJL 
1917A,  15. 

h.  Charges  under  obsolete  nUe. 

7.  A  utility  should  be  required  to  make  reparation  to  consumers 
who  were  continued  for  two  years  under  an  obsolete  rate,  in  effect  before 
the  effective  date  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  Law  and  not  on 
file  with  the  Commission,  where  it  does  not  appear  that  tbe  utility  at- 
tempted to  eliminate  the  old  rate  during  the  time  it  continued  such 
rate,  and  that  the  consumers  would  have  benefited  by  its  elimination 
and  the  substitution  of  a  more  advantageous  rate  on  file  with  the  Com- 
mission. Kennedy  Furniture  Co.  v.  Ck>nimonwealth  Edison  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  81. 

c.  Greater  charge  for  shorter  hauh 

8.  A  shipper  has  a  right  of  action,  both  in  common  law  and  under 
the  statutes  of  California,  for  a  recovery  of  the  difference  between  a 
greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  and  a  lesser  charge  for  a  longer  haul 
made  in  violation  of  the  constitutional  or  statutory  provisions  of  the 
state.  Southern  P.  Co.  v.  California  Adjuatment  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.B. 
1917C,  489   (S.  C.  237  Fed.  964). 

d.  Misrouting  of  shipment* 

9.  The  Illinois  Commission  by  general  order  authorized  carriers  to 
refund  overcharges  due  to  misrouting  shipments.  Re  Misrouting  Ship- 
ments (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  726. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


REPARATION,  JL— in.  c  36X 

JJ.  JurUdicUottf  pfnoer,  and  duties  of  Cofntnisaiim, 

Power  of  Commission  to  grant  rebate  for  inadequate  service,  see  Rates, 
18. 

10.  The  power  cimferred  upon  the  Colorado  Commission,  §  66  of 
Public  Utilities  Act,  to  award  reparation  of  excessive  or  discrimina- 
tory charges  made  by  a  public  utility,  is  inherent  in  its  power  to  regu- 
late and  supervise  the  rates  of  such  utility.  Copeland  Ore  Sampling 
Co.  V.  Midland  Terminal  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  182. 

11.  Section  56  of  the  Colorado  Statute  (chap.  12,  Laws  of  1913) 
giving  power  to  the  Conunission  to  award  reparation  of  excessive^  or 
discriminatory  charges  made  by  any  public  utility,  and  providing  that 
such  orders  may  be  enforced  in  any  court  of  competent  jurisdiction, 
is  not  inoperative  because  it  does  not  contain  a  provision  that  the  find- 
ing and  order  of  the  Commission  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  tlie 
facts  therein  stated.  Copeland  Ore  Sampling  Co.  v.  Midland  Terminal 
R.  Co.    (Colo.)    P.U.R.1917F,  182. 

12.  The  Ohio  Commission  has  no  authority  to  order  a  railroad  to 
make  reparation  where  there  was  no  established  rate  except  where  the 
parties  agree  and  the  carrier  makes  application  for  authority  to  re- 
fund. Ohio  Quarries  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D, 
416. 

///.  Procedure. 

a*  In  general, 

13.  An  undercharge  for  electricity  furnished  to  one  property  cannot 
be  imposed  as  a  set-off  in  a  proceeding  to  recover  an  overcharge  for 
service  furnished  a  separate  and  distinct  property,  although  both  5)rem- 
ises  are  occupied  by  the  same  person.  Whitcomb  v.  Duqueene  Light  Co 
(Pa.)   P.U.R.1917B,  979. 

5.  Time  for  fling  daim. 

Annotation  on  time  for  filing  claim  for  reparation  on  account  of 
overcharges,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  728. 

14.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  award  reparation 
on  account  of  charges  for  service  rendered  more  than  two  years  prior 
to  the  date  of  filing  the  complaint  under  the  statute  (Illinois  Public 
Utilities  Commission  Law,  §  72)  providing  that  "all  complaints  for  the 
recovery  of  damages  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  two 
years  from  the  time  the  product,  commodity  or  service  as  to  which 
complaint  is  made  was  furnished  or  performed.  .  ,  .  Kennedy  Fur- 
niture Co.  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  81. 

c.  Conditions  precedent. 

15.  In  an  action  to  recover  illegal  overcharges  for  transportation 
of  goods,  failure  to  protest  against  such  overcharges  at  the  time  of  the 
payment  will  not  prevent  a  recovery  because,  as  the  goods  would  not 
have  been  carried  or  delivered  unless  the  charges  were  paid,  the  pay- 
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meDts  \7iII  be  deemed  to  have  been  made  under  compulsion.  Southern 
P.  Co.  V.  California  Adjustment  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917C,  489  (S.  0. 
237  Fed.  954). 

16.  An  application  to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  an  order  pre- 
scribing the  amount  of  reparation  to  which  a  shipper  is  entitled  is  a 
condition  precedent  to  an  action  in  the  courts  for  the  recovery  of  the 
overcharge  ocly  in  cases  where  the  question  whether  the  carrier  has 
charged  an  excejssive  or  discriminatory  rate  is  dep^ident  upon  facts  to 
be  ascertained  from  investigation,  and  does  not  apply  where  the  right 
to  recover  depends  wholly  upon  questions  of  law.  Southern  P.  Co.  v. 
California  Adjustment  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917C,  489  (S.  C.  237  Fed. 
954). 

nEPjjLCEMJEwrn. 

See  Repairs  and  Replacements. 

.BEPORT8. 

See  also  Acoountino. 

Forms  of  reports  of  tests  of  watt-hour  meters,  see  Service,  128. 

Discussion  of  historical  development  of  requirement  for  public 
utilities  to  file  annual  reports,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  141. 

Discussion  of  contents  of  annual  reports  in  different  jurisdictions, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  142. 

Rules  relative  to  reports  of  pipe  line  companies  as  to  amount  of 
oil  and  gas  received,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  368. 

1.  The  New  York  Commission^  First  District,  refused  to  restrict  the 
scope  of  the  annual  report  required  of  gas  and  electrical  corporations 
over  the  objection  that  the  prescribed  form  of  report  was  too  elaborate 
and  burdensome.  Re  Uniform  System  of  Accounts  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  122. 

2.  In  order  to  facilitate  the  identification  of  capital  expenditures 
made  by  public  utilities  as  required  by  the  Uniform  System  of  Accounts, 
the  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  required  gas  and  electric  cor- 
porations to  file  with  the  Commission  a  weekly  list  of  work  orders  so 
as  to  keep  the  Commission  informed  as  to  the  location  and  character 
of  all  construction,  and  to  enable  it  to  have  the  work  inspected  while 
it  is  being  done.  Re  Uniform  System  of  Accounts  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
443. 

REPRODUCTION  COST. 

As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  31-33,  44-46. 

Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  90-105. 

Consideration  of  local  conditions  in  fixing  reproduction  cost,  see 
Valuation,  93. 

Consideration  of  current  prices  in  ascertaining  value  for  purpose  of 
purchase  and  sale,  see  Valuation,  99,  103. 

Right  to  include  value  of  extensions  and  services  paid  for  by  con- 
sumers in  estimating  reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation,  289- 
292. 

Going  value  not  to  be  ascertained  by  using  definite  percentage  of, 
see  Valuation,  371. 
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mCWUOISaV  COflS  XCM  DSPBECIATIOir. 

Allowanoe  for  depreciation  of  overhead  chargefe,  see  DDPBEOiATnMr* 

a-10. 
Allowance  for  depreciation  of  labor  entering  into  •oostmolieB  ol 

property,  see  Dcfbsoiation,  10. 
Depreciation  because  of  inadequacy  from  failun  to  install  mains 

of  sufficient  capacity  for  reasonable  growth  of  city,  see  Db- 

PBBCIATION,  58,  61. 
Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  23,  106,  107. 
As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  32,  33,  47-501 

REROUTINO. 

See  RouTiNO. 

REStiftVATIOH. 

Right  to  reserve  use  of  irrigation  wtttsr  in  oonveyaiiee  of  waters 
appropriated  to  public  use,  see  Constitutional  Law,  55. 

RESERVE. 

Power  of  Commissioa  to  require  portion  of  bond  issue  to  be  used 
to  make  good  expenditures  charged  to  depredation  reserve,  see 
SBcxRiTy  Issues,  16. 

Of  capital  stock  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  348. 

Valuation  of  water  right  on  theory  it  is  a  reserve,  see  Valuation, 
425. 

RESERVE  FACIUTIES. 

Reserve  equipment  of  electric  company,  see  Sebvtce,  145,  146. 

RESERVE  FUHUS. 

For  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  1,  2,  62,  68. 

Inability  to  provide  for  a  depreciation  reserve,  see  Valuation,  83. 

RESERVOIRS. 

Protection  of  water  reservoirs,  see  Seevice,  298. 

Allowance  for  cost  of  reconstructing,  in  valuation  proceedin^i,  see 

Valuation,  248. 
Valuation  of  land  used  for  standpipes  and  reservoirs,  see  Valxxa- 

TION,  304. 

RESIDENCE  RATES. 

Residence  and  commereial  lighting  to  be  sepftiately  classified,  see 

DiSOBliaNATION,    80w 

Reduced  rates  for  residence  telephone  to  business  subscribers,  as 

discriminati(m,  see  Di8<»iicnrAiiQir,  105-107. 
Parlkmlar  electrio  rates  for,  see  Ratbb,  157. 
Business  rate  fpr  telephone  subscriber  engaged  in  retail  lumber 

business,  see  Rates,. 274. 
Additional  telephone   chargt  for   reaideooe   having  roomers   and 

boarders,  see  Rates,  275. 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 23. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


354  RESroENCE—RETURN. 

iMscnssion  of  electric  block  rates  for  reiidenoe  aad  oomttercUtr 
lighting,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  987. 

RE8IBSNCB8. 

Valuation  of  houses  not  useful  in  public  serrioe,  see  Valuatiov, 
269,  277,  278. 

BE8IDENT8. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  authorize  water  companies  to 
abandon  service  whei'e  residents  have  acquired  vested  rights 
to  service,  see  Service,  27. 

BE8IBUAI4I. 

Accounting  for  receipts  from  the  sale  of,  see  Aooounting,  7« 

Definition  of  i-esidual  value,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  626. 

RES  JUDICATA. 

See  also  Estoppel. 

Conclusiveness  of  security  issue  valuation  in  rate  valuation,  see 
Valuation,  69. 

BE80RT8. 

Requiring  summer  residents  at  resorts  to  pay  annual  rental  at 
discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  6. 

RE8TORATIOH. 

Abandonment  or  discontinuance  of  service  generally,  see  Service, 

79-99. 
Order  requiring  restoration  of  passenger  train  service  as  taking 

property  without  compensation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

RETURN. 
J.  In  generalf  1^4. 

II,  JuH8dietianf  potoen,  and  duties  of  ConmUsMen,  5. 
III.  Revenue  other  than  from  rates  far  service,  0,  7. 
rF.  Reasonableness  of  return,  8^116, 

a.  In  general,  8^1  S. 

b.  Reasonableness  of  return  as  a  whole,  16^24a. 

1.  In  general,  IS^^S. 

2,  Return  front  sleeping  car  service,  24,  24a. 

c.  Distinction  between  unreascnablenmss  and  c^nfiscatianf 

26,  26. 

d.  Distinction  between  return  and  dtvidends,  27. 

e.  Reasonableness  as  affected  by  character  of  ulUHy,  M— 

86. 

1.  Municipal  plants,  28^0 • 

2.  Muhud  companies,  81. 
8.  Natural  gas,  82'^6. 
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IV.^-ocmttiHi#tf. 

/.  Factors  to  he  conMiered,  BG^t^. 

1.  Invegtmewtf  30. 

2.  Value  of  the  serviocp  d7-4i, 
S,  Abnormal  war  oonditUmef  4J^. 

4.  Efficiency  of  management^  £9  "40m 

5.  Character  of  servic9f  dO— 5;9. 

4.  Broflts  in  private  huainese,  68, 

7,  Nececsity  of  attracting  capital;  interest  ra9e,  54-57. 

5.  Future  increase  in  httsinees,  68. 

g.  Reasonableness  of  specific  amounts,  69^1 16* 

1.  Baggage  transfer  company,  69. 

2.  Electricity,  40^78. 
8.  Gas,  74^74. 

4.  Interurban  railways,  77— 7P. 

6.  Irrigation,  80. 

4.  Mtinicipal  plants,  81. 

7.  Natural  gas,  82-^4. 

8.  Railroads,  97-4^0. 

9.  Steam  heating,  91. 

10.  Street  railways,  92. 

11.  Telephones,  Pd— 99* 

12.  Water,  99^114. 

T.  Consideration  of  operating  e^apenses,  117^178. 

a.  Factors  to  be  considered  generally,  117-^121. 

b.  Cost  of  commodity  or  service,  122^124, 

1,  By  production,  122^124, 

2.  By  purchase,  126,  124. 

e.  Operating  eocpenses  as  affected  by  character  of  plant, 
127,  128. 

1.  Municipal  plants,  127. 

2.  Muttial  companies,  128. 

d.  Expenses  chargeable  to  operation,  129^173. 

1.  In  general,  129,  130. 

2.  Items  chargeable  to  operation  or' capttaU 
8.  Salaries  and  office  expenses,  131^^138. 

(a)  In  general,  131'~136. 

(b)  Specific  allowances,  134^138, 

4.  Supervisory  or  managerial  expenses,  139^141. 

6.  Miscellaneous  and  general  expenses,  142'-'144. 
4.  Comm,ission  expenses,  146^160. 

7.  Legal  expenses,  161,  162, 

8.  Payments  to  holding  or  parent  company,  I6S9  144* 

9.  Payments  to  supply  company,  166. 

10.  Interest  on  depreciation  fund,  164. 

11.  Interest  and  discount  on  bonds,  167^149.    ' 

12.  Benefits  or  bonuses  to  employees,  144^144. 

13.  Surpl%is  for  extraordinary  casualties,  147^^149.. 

14.  Amortization  of  discarded  property,  170. 
16.  Bad  accounts,  171. 

14.  Amortization  of  investment,  172,  173. 
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Apportionment  of  return  of  water  company,  see  AppOanMiicEirr,  40, 
49-61. 

Necessity  of  apportioning  earnings  and  expeBaea  of  inttmrban  rail- 
way between  different  lines,  see  AppoanoNMiBfT)  6. 

Return  guaranteed  by  lessee  to  stockholdera  of  lesaor,  see  Consoli- 
dation, M»>flM«,  AND  SALK,  6. 

Consideration  of,  in  passing  upon  validity  of  «rder  requiring  street 
railway  company  to  carry  passengers,  b^rood  fraachise  limits, 
sea  CoiiiSTiTUTiONAL  Law,  18. 

Consideration  of  relation  between  return  and  valuation  in  rata 
■   making,  see  Ratbs,  2. 

Issuance  of  securities  for  aequisitioa  of  property  paid  for  out  of 
operating  income,  see  Secubitt  IsavES,  7. 

Surplus,  when  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Sbcubitt  Issues,  5. 

Consideration  of  prospective  return  in  ordering  extensioB  of  service, 
see  Sebvice,  64,  67-73. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  install  meters  to  increase  net  earn- 
ings, see  Sebvice,  123. 

Return  affecting  allowance  for  ^oing  value,  soe  Valuation,  83. 

Consideration  of  bond  discount  on  question  of  return,  see  Valua- 
tion, 189. 

Capitalization  of  earnings  as  measure  of  value,  see  Vai.uation,  51- 
55,  70. 

Calculation  of,  on  investment,  see  Valuation,  13. 

Allowance  in  valuation  for  risk  of  tke  enti^riae,  see  Valuation, 
352. 

Early  losses  as  measure  Of  going  value  where  sudi  losses  had  beeu 
met  out  of  earnings,  see  Valuation,  392-406. 

J.  In  general. 

1.  The  fair  return  to  which  a  utility  is  entitled  is  that  part  of  the 
operating  revenue  which  remains  after  operating  expenses,  including 
a  reasonable  allowance  for  depreciation,  have  been  met.  Murchie  v.  St. 
Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.UJa.l917B,  384. 

2.  The  term  "fair  return"  upon  the  present  fair  value  of  the  prop- 
erties of  a  public  utility  in  use  and  useful,  aa  used  by  the  Colorado 
Commission,  includes  a  return  in  excess  of  reasonable  operating  ex- 
poises  by  an  amount  sufficient  to  care  lor  a  reasonable  annual  require- 
ment for  depreeiataon,  and  to  provide  for  a  reasonable  surplus.  Re 
Mountain  States  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.UJ1.1017B,  198. 

3.  The  amount  which  should  have  been  charged  for  free  service 
should  be  considered  as  part  of  the  revenue  of  a  pubiio  utility  for  rate 
making.  Re  Mountain  SUtes  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.19^17B, 
198. 

4.  The  revenue  from,  and  operating  expenses  for,  service  to  a  r^ov- 
emment  Indian  school  about  to  generate  its  own  current,  should  be  dis- 
r^ardcd  in  estimating  the  prospective  revenue  and  expenses  of  the 
utility.  Croty  v.  Tomah  Electric  &  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A» 
439. 
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11.  lurMUcHan^  pa%0er;  and  duties  of  Omnmiseion. 

General  ineorporation  statute  providing  that  utility  shall  realize  a  net 
return  of  10  per  cent  as  affecting  power  of  state  or  Commission  from 
fixing  rates  that  will  produce  a  less  return,  see  Constitutional 
Law,  67. 

Commission  without  power  to  prescribe  reduced  commutation  rates 
unless  return  as  a  whole  is  adequate,  see  Rates,  194a. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  service  without  rea- 
sonable return,  see  Sebvicb,  3. 

5.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  has  no  pow«r  to  lor- 
mulate  a  plan  or  to  establish  new  regulations  in  regard  to  fares  and 
transfer  pririleges  so  as  to  enable  a  street  railway  company  to  earn  a 
more  adequate  return;  but  can  act  only  on  a  petition  setting  out  con- 
cretely the  dianges  desired  and  the  form  and  extent  of  the  particular 
relief  demanded,  this  to  be  stated  in  terms  of  the  powers  Tested  in  tiie 
Commission.    Re  Kalbach  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E1,  523. 

Ill*  Revenue  other  than  fron^  rates  for  service. 

6,  7.  Nonoperating  revenue  will  not  be  considered  in  fixing  a  return 
where  the  sources  of  that  revenue  are  not  included  in  the  valuation. 
Murchie  y.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

jrr.  Beasonahleness  of  return* 

a.  In  general, 

0 

Return  from  gas  extension  not  justifying  setting  aside  of  order,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  3. 

Showing  necessary  to  warrant  interference  with  Commission  order  di- 
recting extension  of  service  on  ground  of  inadequate  return,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  25. 

Results  from  test  period  during  November  and  December  as  evidence 
upon  issue  whether  railroad  rates  are  confiscatory,  see  Rates,  93. 

Rate  of  return  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  rate  making,  see  Rates,  91. 

Annotation  on  basis  of  computing  return,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  216. 
Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  851. 

8.  The  return  should  be  conunensurate  with  the  sacrifice  of  stock- 
holders in  devoting  their  capital  to  public  use,  with  the  responsibilities 
of  management  and  with  the  risks  attendant  upon  the  business  and  the 
withdrawal  of  capital  from  other  profitable  employment.  Briggs  v. 
Peaks  Island  Corp.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  760. 

9.  An  interurban  railway  paying  practically  no  dividends  is  en- 
titled to  some  increase  in  fares  where  the  valuation  is  not  excessive, 
the  road  and  equipment  are  in  excellent  condition  of  maintenance,  the 
service  is  satisfactory,  and  the  management  is  efficient.     Re  Massa-  ■ 
diusetts  KOTtheastem  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  3(^0. 

10.  An  iliterurban  railway,  the  capitalization  in  stocks  and  bonds 
of  which  represents  capital  honestly  and  prudently  invested,  and  the 
notes  of  which  represent  indebtedness  incurred  either  for  additions  and 
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improvementf  or  to  meet  defidendee  in  income,  is  entitled  to  an  in- 
crease in  fares  sufficient,  after  caring  for  operating  expenses,  depre- 
ciation, and  taxes,  to  cover  the  interest  on  all  funded  and  unfunded 
debt  and  to  pay  a  fair  return  upon  the  stock,  where  the  property  has 
been  well  maintained,  failure  to  provide  for  accrued  depreciation  has 
not  been  due  to  payment  of  excessive  dividends  or  to  other  form  of 
mismanagement,  and  additional  net  income  cannot  be  secured  through 
more  efficient  management  and  operation.  Re  Massachusetts  North- 
eastern  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  331. 

11.  In  the  event  that  an  investment  in  the  property  of  a  public 
utility  has  not  been  extravagant,  wasteful,  or  dishonest,  and  that  its 
operating  expenses  are  reasonable,  and  the  management  of  its  affairs 
ig  economical,  it  should  earn  a  fair  return  upon  the  present  fair  value 
of  its  properties  in  use  and  useful,  exclusive  of  reasonable  operating 
expenses,  a  proper  annual  depreciation  requirement,  and  a  reasonable 
surplus  to  be  under  the  careful  scrutiny  of  the  Commission,  due  con- 
sideration being  given  to  the  vahie  of  the  service  and  the  proper  develop- 
ment of  the  utility.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

12.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  return  produced  by  elec- 
tric rates  no  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  possible  loss  of  revenue 
which  would  be  due  to  proposed  daylight-saving  legislation,  prior  to  its 
enactment.    Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917F,  70. 

13.  That  a  utilty  has  been  compensated  in  liberal  dividends  for  the 
original  risk,  that  the  valuation  allowed  is  full  and  ample,  and  that  it 
has  practised  gross  discriminations,  are  not  grounds  for  allowing  only 
a  relatively  small  return  in  fixi^ig  rates  for  the  future.  Murchie  v.  St. 
Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

14.  A  liberal  return  should  be  allowed  a  utility  operating  in  a 
growing  community,  and  having  limited  resources  for  new  capital,  to 
attract  new  investment  required  to  finance  extensions,  and  for  the  en- 
largement .of  facilities  to  meet  the  community's  requirements  without 
the  payment  of  large  discoimts.  Re  Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  777. 

16.  A  proposed  advance  in  street  railway  fares  which  will  not  in- 
crease passenger  revenue  more  than  16  per  cent,  and  may  not  increase 
it  at  all,  cannot  be  considered  unreasonable,  in  view  of  the  facts  that 
the  company  has  received  an  inadequate  return  from  existing  fares  in 
the  past,  and  that  the  prices  of  materials  and  supplies,  and  particularly 
of  coal,  have  substantially  increased  on  account  of  the  European  War. 
Re  Concord,  M.  &  H.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  59. 

b.  Beaaonahleneas  of  return  as  a  whole* 

1.  In  general. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  in  passing  upon  rates  in  particular 

locality,  see  PsocEDtms,  10. 
Consideration  of,  in  passing  upon  abandonment  of  unprofitable  brandi 

line  railroad,  see  Service,  189. 
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Consideration  of,  in  passing  upon  need  of  station  facilities,  see  Sebt- 
IGE,  193. 

Annotation  on  reaaonabl^ew  of  retom  as  a  whole,  P.U.R.1917E, 
p.  269. 

16.  The  fact  that  a  railroad  has  a  sum  left  over  after  paying  the 
bare  operating  expense  of  the  passenger  traffic  does  not  prove  that  the 
pasenger  earnings  are  adequate,  where  it  is  necessarj  to  use  the  excess 
to  pay  the  fixed  charges.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
1019. 

17.  A  mileage-book  rate  of  2  o^its  per  mile  cannot  be  held  to  be 
profitable  merely  because  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges  per 
passenger  mile  are  less  than  that  amount,  where  those  expenses  pertain 
to  the  entire  passenger  operation,  and  not  alone  to  the  mileage-book 
traffic.    Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1019. 

18.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  intrastate  passenger  rates, 
the  fimdamental  question  to  be  determined  is  whether  the  present  rates 
are  sufficiently  remunerative  to  provide  a  fair  return  upon  the  value 
of  the  property  used  in  intrastate  passenger  service.  Re  Atchison,  T.  & 
S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

19.  In  considtting  the  reasonableness  of  a  rate  fixed  by  the  Railroad 
Commissioners  for  the  transportation  of  any  particular  class  of  freight, 
the  question  is  whether  the  entire  revenue  produced  from  the  particular 
traffic  affords  a  substantial  income  for  the  service  over  the  cost  of 
rendering  it.  State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Florida  East  Coast  R. 
Co.  (Fla.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1023  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  73  So.  171). 

20.  A  maximum  rate  for  electricity  need  not  be  so  high  as  to  insure 
a  profit  on  every  customer,  particularly  where  a  minimum  charge  is 
imposed  which  tends  to  discourage  unprofitable  business.  Moritz  v.  Edi- 
son Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

21.  Water  rates  to  one  community  yielding  a  return  of  6  or  7  per 
cent  should  not  be  reduced  merely  because  the  return  for  the  entire 
system  is  only  5  per  cent.  Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917C,   982. 

22.  The  revenues,  expenses,  and  operation  of  telephone  companies 
supplying  general  telephone  service  throughout  the  state  should  be 
treated  from  a  state-wide  rather  than  a  local  standpoint.  Re  Uniform 
Tel^hone  Rates  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  259. 

23.  A  deficit  sufficient  to  warrant  a  Commission  in  approving  a  dec- 
laratioffi  of  abandonm^it  of  a  street  railway  in  a  municipality  must  be 
shown  to  be  the  result  of  operation  within  the  borders  of  such  munici- 
pality, and  not  in  connection  with  the  operation  of  an  outside  enter- 
prise.   Re  Dunkirk  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917F,  608. 

2.  Betum  front  sleeping  car  service. 

Insufficient  return  as  not  justifying  inadequate  Pullman  car  service,  see 
Sebviob,  209. 

24.  Proof  of  a  small  pecuniary  loss  in  sleeping  car  service  on  a 
branch  line  will  not  of  itself  render  invalid  an  order  requiring  such 
•ervice,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  the  sleeping  ear  service  on  the 
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entire  railroad  was  unproiitable.     State  ex  reL  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  t. 
Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  971  (S.  C.  269  Mo.  634,  192  S.  W.  86). 

24a.  That  the  performance  of  an  order  of  the  Commission  directing 
a  railroad  to  attach  a  sleeping  car  to  one  of  its  trains  would  not  be  re- 
munerative in  and  of  itself  does  not  show  that  the  order  is  confiscatory, 
since  all  of  the  earnings  of  the  railroad  from  its  passenger  service  must 
be  taken  into  account  in  determining  that  question.  Chesapeake  &  O. 
R.  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  104  (S.  C. 
—  W.  Va.  — ,  89  8.  E.  844). 

c.  Distinction  between  unreastmdWenesa  and  €JonfUc4»Uon. 

Estoppel  to  bring  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin  confiscatory  state 
rate,  see  Estoppel,  3,  4. 

Discussion  as  to  when  a  rate  is  confiscatory,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  180. 
Discussion  as  to  distinction  between  reasonableness  and  confiscation 
in  determining  rate  of  return,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  127, 

25.  A  difference  exists  between  a  rate  of  return  which  a  court  might 
determine  not  to  be  confiscatory,  and  a  rate  of  return  which  will  at  aU 
times  permit  a  public  utility  to  render  adequate  service  and  secure  the 
proper  funds  with  which  to  make  improvements  and  extensions  which 
the  interest  of  the  public  will  from  time  to  time  demand.  Re  Mountain 
States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

26.  There  is  a  distinction  between  a  proposition  that  a  rate  is  con- 
fiscatory and  one  that  it  is  in  violation  of  statute  because  not  paying 
8  per  cent  of  the  amount  of  actual  cash  invested,  since  one  would  be 
loth  to  invest  his  capital  and  take  the  perils  of  loss  of  it,  if,  in  case 
of  success,  he  could  get  only  a  barely  nonconfiscatory  rate.  Oarden 
City  V.  Garden  City  Teleph.  Light  &  Mfg.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  779 
(S.  C.  236  Fed.  693). 

d.  Distinction  between  return  and  dividends, 

27.  In  determining  the  return  to  which  a  public  utility  Ib  entitled, 
there  should  be  no  confusion  between  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of 
the  property  and  a  return  to  the  stockholders;  since  a  puUie  utility 
may  pay  to  its  stockholders  dividends  in  any  sum  desired  00  long  as  it 
is  permitted  to  earn  only  a  fair  rate  of  return  upon  the  valves  of  its 
properties  in  use  and  useful,  care  properly  for  its  depreciation  reserve, 
and  maintain  the  property  so  as  to  give  adequate  service.  Re  Mountain 
States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

e.  Reasonableness  as  affected  by  character  of  uUlity. 

1,  Municipal  plants. 

28.  It  is  not  necessary  that  a  municipal  utility  receive  as  large  a 
gross  income  as  that  required  for  a  private  plant  in  order  to  earn  a 
profit  equal  to  that  usually  eonsid^ed  reasonable 'for  privateiy  owned 
utilities.    Skogmo  v.  River  Falls  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

29  The  rates  of  a  municipal  utility  for  municipal  service  should 
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not  be  bJgli  enongli  to  provide  for  interest  cliargea  on  money  inreeted 
in  the  equipment  by  the  city,  where  the  seenrities  have  been  retired. 
Skogmo  y.  River  Falls  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

30.  The  right  of  a  city  to  earn  a  profit  from  the  operation  of  a 
atility  which  it  owns  is  to  a  certain  extent  a  question  of  municipal 
policy.    Skogmo  ▼.  River  Palls  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  964, 

9.  MutuiU  companies, 

31.  It  is  not  permissible  for  a  mutual  telephcme  company  to  pay 
dividends  out  of  stock  subscriptions,  nor  to  guarantee  in  advance  by 
common  agreement  that  the  stodcholders'  net  rental  shall  be  a  certain 
specified  sum,  and  that  the  difference  between  such  amount  and  the  regu- 
lar annual  rental  shall  be  returned  in  the  form  of  a  dividend,  since 
dividends  may  be  declared  only  after  all  operating  and  maintenance  ex- 
penses  have  been  met,  and  an  adequate  depreciation  reserve  has  been 
provided.    Re  Tamarack  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  540. 

8*  Natural  gas, 

32.  A  natural  gas  utility  is  entitled  to  a  relatively  high  rate  of  in- 
come on  the  value  of  its  property  because  of  the  hazard  and  rapid  de- 
preciation.   Re  Montgomery  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C,  924. 

33.  The  return  of  a  natural  gas  utility  should  be  high  enough  to 
amortize  the  plants  less  its  salvage  value,  during  the  life  of  the  field 
from  which  it  draws  its. supply.  Re  Ashtabula  Gas  Co.  (Ohio)  P.UJl. 
1917D,  790. 

34.  A  natural  gas  company  is  not  entitled  to  a  higher  rate  of  return 
than  other  public  utilities,  if,  in  considering  life  of  the  plant  proper, 
consideration  is  given  to  the  probable  duration  of  the  gas  supply,  and 
the  hazard  of  the  business  is  taken  care  of  in  the  depreciation  allowance. 
Re  Osage  &  0.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

39.  A  natural  gas  utility  making  no  provision  to  amortize  the  value 
of  its  plant  during  the  early  years  of  its  operations  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  provide  for  the  amortization  of  the  entire  plant,  less  salvage 
value,  during  the  remainder  of  the  period  of  the  life  of  the  field,  espe- 
eially  where  the  rates  during  the  early  years  were  voluntary  rates, 
since  the  utility  cannot  in  justice  ask  future  consumers  to  reimburse 
it  for  a  failure  to  collect  a  sufficient  amount  from  those  whom  it  served 
in  the  past,  that  was  the  resuH  of  its  own  oversight.  Re  Ashtabula  Gas 
Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  790. 

/.  Fattars  to  he  wmeidered. 

Discussion  of  interest  as  factor  in  determining  reasonableness  of 
return,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  128. 

Discussion  of  risk  in  determining  reasonableness  of  return,  P.U.R. 
1917B,  p.  130. 

X.  Investment, 
36.  The  investment,  as  well  as  the  value  of  tlie  property,  should  be 
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given  some  consideration  in  fixing  the  amount  of  return  for  a  public 
utility  whose  outstanding  capitalization  has  been  issued  under  public 
regulation  as  to  amoimt  and  purpose.  Re  Bronx  Gas  &  £.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  777. 

2*  Value  of  the  service. 

Discussion  of  general  rule  as  to  reasonableness  and  limitation  as 
to  value  of  service,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  127. 

37.  Increases  in  rates  sufficient  to  enable  a  utility  to  earn  a  fair 
return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  were  denied  by  the  Colo- 
rado Commission  where  it  appeared  that  this  would  result  in  charges 
in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  service  to  the  consumer.  Re  Colorado 
Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

38.  Rates  are  unreasonably  high,  although  the  utility  is  not  receiv- 
ing a  fair  rate  of  interest  on  its  investment,  where  they  exceed  the  value 
of  the  service;  and,  therefore,  lower  rates,  under  such  circumstances, 
are  liable  to  yield  ar  greater  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property. 
Canyon  City  v.  Consolidated  Electric  light  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917C,  162. 

39.  A  public  utility  company  cannot  be  required  to  perform  service 
at  a  loss,  even  in  an  emergency,  although  it  cannot  supply  the  service 
as  cheaply  as  consumers  could  supply  themselves.  Re  Boonville  Electric 
Light  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917P,  770. 

40.  Necessary  revenue  cannot  be  procured  through  the  medium  of 
rates  unfair  to  the  consumers.  Re  Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  300. 

41.  A  utility  will  not  be  allowed  to  charge  a  rate  producing  a 
theoretically  adequate  return  if  such  a  rate  materially  exceeds  the 
value  of  the  service.    Re  Heisen  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  644. 

S.  Abnormal  trar  conditions. 

42.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  proposed  increase  in  inter- 
urban  railway  rates,  the  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission 
cannot  proceed  upon  the  principle  that  the  company  ought  not  to  have 
a  normal  return  upon  its  investment,  in  view  of  abnormal  conditions 
created  by  war.  Re  Milford  &  U.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.UJLa917F, 
603.  -  ' 

4,  Efficiency  of  management. 
See  also  supra,  10,  11. 

43.  An  allowance.  In  the  return  of  a  utility,  in  excess  of  the  fair 
measure  of  the  worth  of  money,  is  a  compensation  for  the  company's 
risk  and  efficiency.  Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co,  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
838. 

44.  The  Illinois  Commission's  judgment  as  to  a  utility's  past  and 
present  efficiency  of  operation  and  management  is  reflected  in  the  rate 
of  return  fixed  in  a  rate  proceeding.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light 
Co.  (111.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

45.  Ho^eft,  6conomioal>  and  efficient  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
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a  pubUo  utility  tlMiild  be  oommaided  by  «  regulatory  board,  and  should 
:be  considered  in  deciding  the  amount  of  a  fair  rate  of  return  upon  its 
property;  since  to  hold  otherwise  would  be  but  to  penalize  eoonomical, 
detent,  and  honest  managem^it»  and  encourage  extravagance  and  lax 
methods  in  the  management  of  public  utility  affairs.  Be  Mountain 
States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Ca  (Colo.)  P.U.IL1017B,  198. 

46.  A  utility  is  entitled  upon  a  readjustment  of  rates  to  an  in- 
crease in  the  rate  of  return  fixed  in  an  initial  rate  investigation,  if  it 
is  able  to  show  marked  savings  due  directly  to  efl^iency  of  operation 
and  management,  provided  it  exhibits  a  willingness  to  share  its  sav> 
ings  with  its  consumers  by  making  future  rate  reductions  from  time 
to  time.  Lincoln  ▼.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1 
(S.  C.  4I1LP.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

47.  The  California  Commission  refused  to  allow  an  additional  re- 
turn of  1  per  cent  for  eflSciencies  and  economies,  where  it  appeared,  that 
the  company  had  proceeded  with  great  caution  in  adopting  new  methods 
of  extending  service,  that  it  had  refused  to  make  any  effort  to  use 
available  natural  gas,  except  to  mix  it  with  artificial  gas,  and  that 
the  company  had  not  been  subjected  to  risk.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E. 
Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

48.  The  enforcement  of  railway  rates  fixed  under  state  authority  will 
not  be  enjoined  as  being  confiscatory  where  the  evidence  tending  to  show 
that  they  were  not  remimerative,  while  based  upon  actual  experience  in 
the  operation  of  the  road,  relates  only  to  a  brief  period  when  conditions 
were  abnormal,  and  there  has  been  no  serious  effort  to  develop  traffic 
along  the  line  of  the  road  from  property  other  than  that  owned  by  the 
owner  of  the  railway.  Darnell  v.  Edwards  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  64  (S. 
C.  244  U.  S.  564,  61  L.  ed.  1317,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  701). 

49.  The  Kansas  Commission  will  not  permit  an  increase  of  the  pas- 
senger rates  of  a  railroad  owned  by  other  railroads,  although  operating 
expenses  exceed  revenues,  where  it  appears  that  no  change  in  the  rates 
would  affect  the  earnings,  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the  owning  companies 
to  prevent  the  road  asking  for  the  increase,  from  interfering  with  the 
business  of  their  other  lines,  and  that  the  existing  service  is  inadequate. 
Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

5;  Character  of  service, 

Service  to  be  adequate  regardless  of  revenue,  see  Sebviob,  143. 
Amount  of  earnings  not  in  issue  upon  the  complaint  against  service  due 
to  lack  of  facilities,  see  Tbial,  1. 

50.  An  increase  in  electric  rates,  yielding  a  return  of  less  than  1  per 
cent,  was  authorized  in  order  to  produce  a  return  of  7  per  cent  with 
the  understanding  that  maintenance  be  improved,  although  a  rate  in- 
crease will  not  ordinarily  be  allowed  until  poor  maintenance  has  been 
corrected.    Re  Pulaski  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  109. 

51.  Upon  the  issue  whether  an  interurban  railway  company  is  en- 
titled to  increase  its  rates  to  produce  more  revenue,  the  question  wheth- 
er it  has  lost  revenue  by  curtailing  service,  overcrowding  its  cars,  and 
failing  to  operate  through  cars  in  certain  teritory,  is  too  speculative 
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to  be  material.    Re  Boeton  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mats.)  P.n.R.19lYF, 
838. 

62.  An  application  for  an  increase  of  railroad  pa88eng<er  rates  was 
denied  bj  the  Kansas  Commission,  although  the  carrier  was  earning 
not  to  exceed  from  3.04  to  2.51  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  its  property, 
where  it  appeared  that  the  small  earnings  of  the  company  were  in  no 
sense  chargeable  to  the  rates,  but  were  due  to  poor  service,  improper 
location  of  branch  lines,  and  the  failure  of  the  company  to  straighten  its 
lines  between  commercial  centers.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &.  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

6.  Profits  in  private  Imsiness. 

53.  Evidence  of  the  profits  of  private  industries  is  immaterial  on 
the  question  of  reasonableness  of  the  return  of  a  public  utility,  since 
they  operate  under  entirely  different  conditions.  Re  Mountain  States 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

7.  Necessity  of  attracting  capital;  interest  rate. 

54.  A  small  electric  company  in  a  community  of  slow  growth  is 
entitled  to  a  return  of  more  than  6  per  cent  if  the  rates  are  not  exces- 
sive on  their  face,  since  such  rate  of  return  will  not  attract  capitaL 
Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

55.  Rates  should  be  sufficient  to  yield  dividends  that  will  attract 
others  to  invest  in  similar  enterprises;  and,  to  accomplish  such  object, 
stockholders  should  receive  a  return  substantially  higher  than  that 
paid  for  money  loaned  through  bonds  or  otherwise,  to  the  same  or  an 
equally  strong  corporation,  because  the  stockholder  is  responsible  for 
the  management  and  the  last  to  participate  in  the  earnings.  Murchie 
V.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

56.  The  return  upon  the  investment  in  a  public  utility  plan.t,  where 
the  cost  will  not  exceed  the  value  of  the  service,  should  be  sufficient  to 
attract  capital  with  the  expectation  of  a  reward  in  dividends  from 
regular  earnings, — ^not  from  the  flotation  of  securities, — and  should  be 
larger  than  the  rate  for  money  loaned  to  such  utility,  since  the  lender 
has  a  lien  upon  the  property  superior  to  the  owner,  and  he  takes  none  of 
the  responsibilities  of  management.  Briggs  v.  Peaks  Island  Corp.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  750. 

57.  Evidence  of  the  legal  rate  of  interest  in  the  state  in  which  a 
utility  is  operating  should  be  considered  on  the  question  of  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  return,  but  it  is  not  controlling.  Re  Mountain  States 
Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

8.  Future  increase  in  business, 

68.  That  the  future  earnings  of  a  utiUty  will  increase  because  of 
the  rapidly  increasing  business  should  be  considered  in  allowing  the 
return  in  fixing  rates.  Murehie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  202. 
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g.  ReasonahlenesB  of  ^peciflc  amownta. 

1.  Baggage  transfer  compmny* 

59.  A  return  of  2  per  cent  for  surplus  and  contingencies,  in  addition 
to  the  normal  fair  return  of  10  per  cent  for  a  baggage  and  transfer  com- 
pany, was  allowed  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  company  was  obliged  to 
waiter  into  competition  with  other  transportation  companies  for  the  bulk 
of  its  business.    Re  Union  Transfer  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917E,  266. 

2.  Electricity, 

Statement  that  7  per  cent  constitutes  a  fair  rate  of  return  for  an 
electric  power  company,  P.U.R.IPHE,  p.  72. 

60.  An  electric  rate  ordinance  reducing  existing  rates  nearly  one 
third  is  confiscatory,  and  consequently  invalid,  where  the  present  in- 
come of  the  company  is  less  than  6  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  its  plant. 
Garden  City  v.  Garden  City  Teleph.  Light  &  Mfg.  Co.  (Fed.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  779  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  693). 

61.  A  return  of  6)  per  cent  is  not,  as  a  matter,  of  law,  confiscatory ; 
nor  will  it  be  declared  so,  even  for  the  purpose  of  a  particular  case, 
merely  because  the  Commission  in  that  case  has  fixed  8  per  cent  as  a 
reasonable  return.  San  Joaquin  Ught  &  P.  Corp.  v.  Railroad  Commis- 
sion  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  37  (S.  C.  —  Cal.  — ,  —  Pac.  — ). 

62.  Allowance  was  made  for  a  return  of  6^  per  cent  in  fixing  electric 
rates,  upon  consideration  of  the  amounts  invested,  the  stability  of  the 
investment,  the  successful  operation  of  the  plant,  the  extent  of  com- 
petition, the  element  of  risk,  the  history  of  the  enterprise,  the  facts  con- 
nected with  the  interest  paid  on  borrowed  money,  and  the  fact  that  the 
return  is  clear  of  taxes  and  other  expenses.  Re  Kansas  City  Electrie 
Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

63.  Electric  rates  may  be  reduced  where  the  revenues  will  produce 
a  return  of  at  least  7  per  cent  after  the  payment  of  operating  expenses 
and  4  per  cent  for  depreciation,  surplus,  and  contingencies.  Thomas  v. 
J^erson  City  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  746  (S.  C.  4 
Mo.  P.  S,  C.  R.  346). 

64.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  was  allowed  for  an  electric  light  and 
power  plant.  Commercial  Club  v.  Terra  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  743. 

65.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  is  generous  for  an  electricity  utility  located 
in  the  money  center  of  the  country  and  having  a  monopoly  in  a  large 
aAd  rapidly  growing  territory,  such  return  permitting  the  payment 
of  5  per  cent  interest  on  bonds  and  8  per  cent  dividends  on  stock,  and 
the  accumulation  of  an  adequate  reserve  for  surplus  and  contingencies. 
Moritz  V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

66.  A  return  of  7i  per  cent  is  not  excessive  for  an  electric  utility 
having  a  large  portion  of  its  property  subject  to  rapid  depreciation 
through  exposure  to  the  elements  and  by  obsolescence.  WiUiamston  v. 
Williamston  Illuminating  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

67.  A  return  of  7i  per  cent  per  annum  upon  the  fair  and  reason- 
able value  of  the  active  property  of  an  electric  utility  operating  in  the 
city  of  10,000  inhabitants  waft  fonud  to  be  reasonable.    linooln  v.  Lin- 
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coin  Water  ft  Light  Co.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  a  4  HI.  P.  U.  C.  R. 

113). 

68.  Electric  rates  yielding  a  return  of  10  per  cent  were  reduced  to 
yield  a  return  of  about  8  per  cent  rather  than  7  per  cent,  where  it 
was  not  certain  but  that  the  expense  would  increase,  although  the 
latter  return  would  ordinarily  be  ample  with  the  expectation  of  in- 
creased earnings  from  rapid  growth  of  the  business.  Murchie  v.  St. 
Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

60.  A  utility  was  held  entitled  to  earn  a  return  of  8  per  cent  upon 
'  the  rate  base  fixed  by  the  Commission  for  its  electric  department.    Re 
Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

70.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  value  of  the  property 
of  an  electric  distribution  company  was  held  reasonable  in  view  of  cer- 
tain restrictions  imposed  upon  it  by  contract  with  the  United  States 
government.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U«R.1017C, 
111. 

71.  Owners  of  an  electric  plant  are  not  in  a  position  to  urge  that 
operation  was  unprofitable  or  unremunerative,  where  the  return  ranged 
from  8  to  18  per  cent  on  the  investment,  dependent  upon  the  salaries 
fixed  for  the  owners.  Smith  v.  Tienne  &  Humphrey  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
24  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  509). 

72.  A  return  of  0  per  cent  for*  an  electric  utility  is  not  excessive 
where  the  property  has  a  rate-making  value  of  only  $30,000,  is  operated 
very  economically,  and  the  general  oflScers  receive  only  a  nominal  sal- 
ary.   Croty  v.  Tomah  Electric  &  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  439 

73.  Electric  rates  which  yield  a  return  of  over  12  per  cent  of  the 
fair  value  of  the  property  are  excessive.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

a.  Gaa, 

Annotation  on  return  for  gas  company,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  270. 

74.  An  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  fixing  a  rate  for 
:gas  with  leave  to  all  parties  in  interest  to  apply  for  a  modification  of 
the  rates  after  actual  test  will  not  be  set  aside  as  unreasonable  where 
the  evidence  tends  to  show  that  the  existing  rates  are  exorbitant  and 
that  a  reduction  will  increase  the  sales,  and  the  Commission  finds  that 
the  proposed  rates  will  produce  a  net  return  of  7.5  per  cent  on  the  in- 
vestment  after  making  an  annual  allowance  of  3  per  cent  for  deprecia- 
tion and  a  reasonable  allowance  for  operating  expenses.  State  ex  rel. 
Watts  Engineering  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.lt.l917C, 
581  (S.  C.  269  Mo.  525,  191  S.  W.  412). 

75.  The  return  for  a  gas  company  operating  in  Los  Angeles  with 
care  and  reasonable  economy  was  fixed  at  8  per  cent.  Re  Los  Angeles 
Gas  &  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

76.  A  utility  was  held  entitled  to  have  a  return  of  8  per  cent  upon 
the  rate  base  fixed  by  the  Commission  for  its  gas  department.  Re 
Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917P,  386. 

4.  Interurban  railways. 

■it 

77.  Jm  increase  ia  interurban  railway  fare  to  yield  a  return  of  only 
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6  per  coit  on  the  capital  honektly  and  prudently  inveaied,  and  a  small 
surplus  for  depreciation  and  retirement  of  floating  indebtedness,  is  not 
excessive  in  itself,  especially  where  the  property  has  been  maintained 
in  good  operating  condition  through  the  nonpayment  of  dividends  for 
a  long  time.  Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  331. 

78.  An  interurban  railway  is  entitled  to  a  return  of  at  least  6  per 
cent  if  the  fare  is  not  more  than  the  service  is  worth.  Re  Manchester 
&  N.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  255. 

79.  A  fair  return  for  an  interurban  railway  company,  considering 
the  character  of  the  risk  and  the  facts  that  it  has  never  paid  dividends 
of  more  than  6  per  cent,  and  that  as  a  rule  the  percentage  has  been 
less,  should  not  be  computed  upon  a  lower  basis  than  6  per  cent,  as  an 
average  for  the  entire  system,  upon  the  full  amount  of  capital  honestly 
and  prudently  invested.  Re  Boston  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  833. 

6,  Irrigation, 

80.  A  reasonable  rate  of  return  on  an  investment  in  an  irrigation 
enterprise  is  8  per  cent  per  annum.  Re  Hughes  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917D, 
359. 

6.  Municipal  plants, 

81.  Rates  of  a  municipal  water  plant  should  not  be  reduced  where 
not  producing  a  reasonable  return  (at  least  7  per  cent)  upon  the  fair 
value  of  the  property.  Botts  v.  Brookfield  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  224 
(S.  C.  4Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.631). 

7.  Natural  gas. 

Confiscation  in  natural  gas  rate  fixed  by  Commission,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  20. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  for  natural  gas  utility, 
P.U.R.1917E,  p.  270. 

82.  A  return  of  1^  per  cent  for  a  natural  gas  company  is  confisca- 
tory.   Re  Richmond  Light,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  300. 

83.  A  return  of  at  least  7  per  cent  should  be  allowed  a  natural  gas 
company  which  has  not  a  complete  monopoly.  Re  Richmond  Light, 
Heat  &  P.  Co.  ',Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  800. 

84.  A  minimum  return  of  8  per  cent  is  sufficient  for  a  natural  gas 
utility  notwithstanding  the  hazard  of  the  business,  where  the  probabil- 
ity of  drilling  dry  wells  is  remote.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  577. 

85.  A  return  of  10  per  cent  was  fixed  as  a  fair  rate  upon  the  in- 
vestment in  a  natural  gas  plant.  Re  Ashtabula  Gkw  Co.  (C^io)  P.U.R. 
a917D,  790. 

86.  A  natural  gas  utility  is  entitled  to  a  return  of  15  per  cent,  in- 
cluding depreciation.  Re  Montgomery  Gas  C5a  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.19170, 
924. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


368  RETURN,  IV.  g,  8—11. 

S,  Bailroaas. 

87.  Railroad  passenger  rates  which  do  not  earn  a  return  of  at  least 
6  per  cent  are  inadequate.  Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1019. 

88.  A  railroad  company  cannot  justly  complain  against  earnings 
amounting  to  6.2  per  cent  upon  the  entire  capital  invested,  including 
funds  borrowed  at  low  interest  rates,  while  using  inefficient  and  in- 
adequate facilities.  Re  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R, 
1917B,  904. 

89.  The  Michigan  2-Cent  Passenger  Fare  Law  and  freight  rates  fixed 
by  the  Commission  are  not  shown  to  be  confiscatory  as  to  a  railroad  re- 
ceiving a  return  on  the  value  of  its  property  of  6.53  per  cent  at  the 
lowest  and  of  11.816  per  c^it  at  the  highest.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  y. 
Fellows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  523  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  387). 

90.  An  application  for  the  increase  of  2  cent  per  mile  railroad  pas- 
senger fares  was  denied  where  it  appeared  that  the  companies  were 
earning  a  return  of  from  18.22  to  6.99  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  their 
properties,  depending  upon  the  value  taken  as  the  rate  base,  and  the 
method  of  apportionment  adopted,  and  that  the  cost  of  carrying  pas- 
sengers varied  from  1.06  to  1.5  cents  per  mile.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S. 
F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

P.  Steam  heating, 

91.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  was  allowed  as  a  fair  rate  of  return  upon 
the  fair  value  of  a  steam-heating  plant.  Kennedy  v.  De  Kalb-Sycamore 
Electric  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917E,  288. 

10.  Street  railicaya. 

02.  A  street  railway  company  was  held  entitled  to  a  return  of  6 
per  cent  upon  the  investment  represented  by  its  outstanding  stock  and 
bonds  and  by  one  half  of  its  floating  debt,  notwithstanding  it  had  paid 
some  dividends  without  adequate  provision  for  depreciation  or  main- 
tenance.   Re  Concord,  M.  &  H.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.RJ.917E,  69. 

11.  Telephones. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  for  telephone  utility,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  270. 

93.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  was  allowed  for  a  telephone  plant. 
Re  Tipton  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  209. 

93a.  A  newly  consolidated  telephone  company  was  authorized  to 
place  into  effect  a  schedule  of  rates  which  would  produce  a  net  revenue 
of  approximately  6  per  cent  on  the  present  value  of  the  property,  there 
being  good  reason  to  believe  that  there  would  be  a  substantial  increase 
in  the  number  of  subscribers  resulting  in  an  increase  in  the  net  income 
of  the  company.    Re  Kearney  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917D,  402. 

94.  A  telephone  company  waa  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  to  yield 
a  return  of  7.25  per  cent.  Re  Ind^[»end^t  Tel^.  &  Teleph.  Co.  (III.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  668. 
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95.  A  return  of  71  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  a  telephone  prop« 
crty  was  assumed  to  be  reasonable  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  for 
the  purpose  of  computation,  in  the  determination  of  the  reasonableness 
of  rates.    Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  647. 

f  96.  A  telephone  company  having  435  patrons  was  permitted  to  in- 
crease its  business  rates  from  $1.25  to  $1.75  per  month;  it  appearing 
that  the  amount  available  for  dividends  was  less  than  8  per  cent,  that 
the  system  was  economically  operated,  and  that  operating  expenses  were 
constantly  increasing.  Re  Curtis  Teleph*  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
674. 

97.  A  maximum  return  of  8  per  cent  was  fixed  for  an  interstate  tele- 
phone company  for  the  purpose  of  paying  dividends  and  creating  a 
surplus  prior  to  the  consideration  by  the  Commission  of  a  general  reduc- 
tion in  rates.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

96.  A  telephone  company  was  allowed  to  increase  certain  rates  so 
as  to  receive  a  return  of  9.7  per  oeit  from  the  entire  system,  where  it 
was  required  to  bear  the  burden  of  constructing  additional  rural  lines. 
Re  Stratford  Teleph.  Ca  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  434. 

i;9.  Water. 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  for  water  utility,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  270. 

99.  A  return  of  5  per  cent  is  not  excessive  for  a  water  system. 
Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

100.  The  presumption  that  water  and  sewer  rates  fixed  by  a  Cora- 
mission  are  reasonable  is  not  overcome  by  evidence  that  they  yield 
a  return  of  no  more  than  5.2  per  cent  without  any  allowance  for  de- 
preciation, where  the  reductions  complained  of  affect  only  retail  con- 
sumers while  wholesale  consumers  are  served  at  a  loss ;  where  the  plant 
was  constructed  in  a  mining  town  before  the  exhaustion  of  the  mines 
had  commenced;  and  where  the  old  rates  restrict  a  use  necessary  for 
domestic  and  sanitary  purposes.  Goldfield  Consol.  Water  Co.  v.  Public 
Service  Commission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  685  (S.  C.  —  Fed.  — ). 

101.  Water  rates  producing  a  retnm  of  6.1  per  cent  in  addition  to  a 
2  per  cent  allowance  for  surplus  and  contingencies  are  not  unreason- 
ably high.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  k  Light  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

102.  Water  rates  producing  a  net  income  for  depreciation,  surplus, 
and  contingencies  and  a  return  of  not  to  exceed  6.12  per  cent  on  the 
fair  present  value  of  the  property,  are  unreasonably  and  unjustly  low. 
Re  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

103.  A  return  of  less  than  6^  per  cent  of  the  value  of  a  water  plant 
baaed  upon  the  average  cost  of  operation  during  the  four  years  from 
1912-1916  was  held  not  excessive.  Briggs  v.  Peaks  Island  Corp.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  750. 

104.  A  net  return  of  7  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  a  water  plant  was 
held  reasonable.    Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  17. 

105.  Allowance  was  made  for  a  return  of  7  per  cent  in  inTeatigating 
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the  rates  of  a  water  company.    Greensburg  y.  Westmoreland  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

106.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  upon  the  fair  reasonable  value  of  ihe 
active  property  of  a  water  utility  operating  in  a  city  of  10,000  inhabi- 
tants was  held  to  be  reasonable.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

107.  A  water  company  should  be  allowed  a  return  of  not  less  than 
7  per  cent  on  the  value  of  its  property,  aside  from  an  allowance  to 
cover  depreciation  surplus  and  contingencies.  Re  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.) 
P,U.R.1917B,  624. 

108.  An  allowance  of  7  per  cent  was  fixed  as  a  fair  return  for  a 
water  utility.    Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  566. 

109.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  was  taken  as  the  basis  of  computing  the 
necessary  revenue  of  a  water  company  in  a  rate  proceeding.  Re  Hack- 
ensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  147. 

110.  An  annual  return  of  7  per  cent  upon  fair  value  was  held  to  be 
reasonable  for  the  Pekin  Waterworks  Company  of  the  city  of  Pekin, 
niinois.    Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

111.  A  return  of  7  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  a  gravity  water 
system  was  fixed  as  a  fair  return  over  and  above  liecessary  operating 
expenses  and  depreciation.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

112.  A  water  company  earning  a  return  of  only  5}  per  cent  without 
any  allowance  for  depreciation  was  allowed  an  increase  in  rates  to  yield 
a  return  estimated  between  7  and  9  per  cent.  Re  Benwood  k  McM. 
Consol.  Water  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  460. 

113.  A  water  utility  receiving  a  return  in  excess  of  9  per  cent  on 
the  fair  value  of  its  property  was  required  to  reduce  its  rates  to  an 
amount  yielding  a  return  slightly  in  excess  of  7  per  cent.  Obver  v. 
Highspire  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  310. 

114.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  was  allowed  for  a  water  utility  to  cover 
interest  on  the  investment,  depreciation,  and  the  risk  incident  to  the 
business.  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  22. 

115.  An  increase  in  water  rates  to  yield  a  return  of  from  8  to  10 
per  cent  is  reasonable,  where  depreciation  is  more  rapid  than  that  of 
the  average  water  utility.  Re  Warwood  Water  &  Light  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  329. 

116.  An  allowance  of  8  per  cent  for  return  was  made  in  fixing  water 
rates  for  public  and  private  use.  Re  Kent  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Ohio) 
P.U.R.1917A,  261. 

F.  Consideration  of  operating  expenses. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  between  different  classes  of  serv- 
ice, see  Appobtionment. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  water  company,  see  Appor- 
tionment, 89,  42-45,  48. 

Operating  expenses  as  element  of  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  328, 
S29. 
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Annotation  on  allowances  for  iterating  expenses,  P.U.R.1917E, 
p.  216. 

Tables  showing  method  of  ascertaining  cost  of  hours,  use  of  elec- 
tricity, P.U.R.1917C,  p.  782. 

«.  Factors  to  he  oonaUlered  generally. 

Consideration  of  contracts  in  allowing  amount  under  maintenance  and 
operating  expenses,  see  Contracts,  2. 

Allowance  for  cost  of  money  in  telephone  rate  valuation  where  com- 
pany has  paid  4^  per  cent  of  gross  revenues  to  American  Tele- 
phone &  Tel^p-aph  Company,  see  Valuation,  121. 

Allowance  for  promotion  expenses  where  company  has  paid  4|  per 
cent  of  its  gross  revenues  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company,  see  Valuation,  162. 

117.  Savings  effected  through  joint  operation  of  electric  and  gas 
plants  cannot  be  considered  and  allowed  as  additional  operating  ex- 
penses upon  the  theory  that  the  plants  are  valued  separately  and  that 
the  operating  expenses  should  be  allowed  in  amount  sufficient  to  oper- 
ate the  plants  separately.  Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat  &  P. 
Co,  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  346). 

118.  The  average  expense  of  a  pump  station  in  three  six-month 
periods,  rather  than  the  expense  during  the  last  period,  should  be  taken 
in  ascertaining  expenditures  in  fixing  water  rates.  Re  Benwood  &,  McM. 
Consol.  Water  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917D,  460. 

119.  A  proper  determination  of  fair  normal  operating  expenses  is 
not  to  be  had  merely  by  the  averaging  of  similar  past  expenses  over 
a  long  period  of  years;  or  by  taking  averages  for  the  last  two  years 
where  prices  are  increasing  and  at  the  same  time  taking  averages  for 
a  period  of  five  years  past,  in  order  to  gain  advantage  of  high  operat- 
ing cost;  or  by  assuming  the  latest  years'  abnormally  high  prices;  but 
by  observing  the  trend  of  each  separate  group  of  expenses  from  data 
submitted  in  the  records.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1   (S.  C.  4  ni.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

120.  The  advance  in  the  price  of  coal,  the  cost  of  labor,  and  all  kinds 
of  materials  and  supplies,  and  the  increase  of  state  and  Federal  taxes, 
must  be  taken  into  account  in  fixing  operating  expenses.  Commercial 
Club  V.  Terre  Haute,  I.  A  E.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  743. 

121«  Radical  increases  in  rates  are  not  warranted  by  abnormally  high 
costs  of  labor  and  materials,  where  the  continuance  of  such  costs  is  by 
no  means  certain,  and  the  company,  in  spite  of  such  costs,  has  closed 
business  for  the  year  with  an  addition  to  its  surplus  account  Re 
Farmers  Teleph.  Co.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1917F,  118. 

h.  Cost  of  commodity  or  service. 

Annotation  on  establishment  of  temporary  rates  on  account  of 
unsettled  conditions  caused  by  the  war,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  519. 

Discussion  as  to  expense  of  pumping  water,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  550. 
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i.  By  production, 

122.  Two  cents  per  1,000  cubio  feet  is  not  an  excessive  allowance  in 
a  rate  case  for  the  cost  of  producing  natural  gas  in  a  rapidly  declining 
field.    Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

123.  An  average  yearly  allowance  for  maintenance  of  an  interurban 
railway  of  20.71  per  cent  of  the  operating  revenue  was  held  not  exces- 
sive. Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  331. 

124.  Operating  expenses,  excluding  depreciation,  of  $10.45  per  tele- 
phone, are  not  excessive  for  a  small  local  and  rural  system  having  mag- 
neto energy  and  metallic  circuits.  Re  Stratford  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  434. 

S,  By  purchase, 

126.  The  rate  paid  for  electricity  by  a  distributing  company,  although 
higher  than  that  paid  by  other  companies  elsewhere,  may  be  taken  as 
reasonable  in  estimating  the  operating  expenses,  where  the  cost  would 
be  as  great  if  the  utility  generated  its  own  current.  Croty  t.  Tomah 
Electric  &  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  439. 

126.  The  reasonableness  of  the  price  paid  for  natural  gas  by  a  dis- 
tributing company  may  be  inquired  into  in  a  rate  proceeding,  where 
the  seller  is  a  subsidiary  of  a  company  which  owns  a  majority  of  the 
stock  of  the  buyer.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  677. 

€•  Operating  eocpenses  as  affected  by  character  of  plant, 

1,  Municipal  plants, 

127.  Interest  and  depreciation  on  the  part  of  municipal  waterworks 
devoted  to  public  fire  protection  should  be  included  in  the  charge  for 
the  fire  service.    Wood  v.  La  Farge  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  763. 

;?.  Mutual  companies, 

128.  In  computing  the  cost  of  telephone  service  to  be  assessed  against 
a  stockholder,  it  is  proper  to  include  sums  paid  or  set  aside  for  losses 
caused  by  storms  or  catastrophes  and  for  industrial  insurance,  for 
principal  or  interest  on  bonded  indebtedness,  and  a  reasonable  allow- 
ance for  depreciation.  Miles  v.  People's  Teleph.  Co.  (Wia.)  P.UJt. 
1917F,  175  (S.  C.  —  Wis.  — ,  163  N.  W.  652). 

d,  Batpenses  dhargeahle  to  operaUon, 

1.  In  general, 

129.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  taxes  on  an  excessive  bond 
issue  in  fixing  operating  expenses  in  a  rate  valuation.  Cover  v.  High- 
spire  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  310. 

130.  It  it  not  fair  and  equitable  to  the  public  ihcJt  an  electric  power 
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company  should  charge  as  an  operating  expense  the  cost  of  generating 
power  delivered  at  a  loss  to  an  allied  railway  company.  Re  Potomac 
Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917F,  70. 

2,  Items  chargeable  to  operation  or  capital, 

Ab  to  expenses  chargeable  to  capital  or  operation,  see  Valuatioit,  223- 
237. 

S,  Salaries  and  office  esepensea. 

(a)   In  general. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  amount  of  wages  paid  employeeii,  see 
Commissions,  42. 

131.  That  a  utility  pays  its  officers  ezdrbitant  salaries  out  of  the 
rates  it  is  authorized  to  charge,  and  pays  only  small  dividends  on  the 
value  of  its  plant,  is  a  matter  of  no  concern  to  the  ratepayers.  C(Bur 
IVAlene  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917B,  848  (S. 
C.  29  Idaho,  608,  160  Pac.  751). 

132.  An  expense  of  management  and  superintendence,  although  slight- 
ly abnormal  because  of  the  plaiit  being  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  may 
be  allowed  in  ascertaining  the  expenditures  in  fixing  rates,  where  no 
additional  allowance  is  made  for  normal  legal  services  and  increased 
wages.  R^  Benwood  &  McMechen  Consol.  Water  Co.  (W.  Va.>  P.U.R. 
1917D,  460. 

133.  Salaries  paid  two  individuals  for  acting  as  manager  and  engi- 
neer cannot  be  charged  to  operating  expenses  in  a  rate  investigation, 
where  the  duties  of  manager  and  engineer  can  be  satisfactorily  per- 
formed by  one  person.  Re  Madera  Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  642. 

134.  Unusually  large  expenditures  for  managerial  salaries,  engi- 
near's  fees,  oflSce  rent,  etc.,  may  be  made  by  a  public  utility,  if  its 
stockholders  so  desire,  provided  that  only  such  portion  of  such  expen- 
ditures is  chargeable  to  ratepayers  as  is  reasonable.  Pekin  v.  Pekin 
Waterworks  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

135.  A  salary  of  the  president  of  a  railroad  company  equal  to  50  per 
cent  of  the  total  salaries  of  the  passenger-train  crews  is  excessive.  Re 
San  Francisco,  N.  k  C.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  546. 

(h)  Specific  allowances, 

136.  A  charge  of  $2,150  per  year  for  the  salaries  of  general  officers 
devoting  part  of  their  time  to  the  service  of  a  street  railway  having 
a  gross  income  of  $83,000,  and  a  charge  of  $1,800  for  the  combined  un- 
divided services  of  the  president  and  assistant  superintendent,  is  not 
unreasonably  high.  Re  Cord,  M.  &  H.  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  59. 

137.  Annual  office  expense  of  salaries  amounting  to  $5,400  for  the 
president,  treasurer,  and  secretary-manager,  $4,500  for  superintend- 
ents, $8,650  for  clerks,  meter  readers,  and  inspectors,  $1,650  for  an 
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engineer,  $800  for  printing  and  stationery,  and  $2,000  for  light,  heat, 
and  miscellaneous  items,  are  reasonable  for  a  water  system  having  a 
rate-making  vahie  of  $1,100,000  and  total  operating  expenses  of  $79,520. 
Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

138.  The  sum  of  $500,  rather  than  $670.40,  is  an  ample  annual  allow- 
ance for  "office  expenses"  where  the  utility  reports  the  expense  for  the 
first  eleven  months  of  the  year  as  being  only  $366.20.  Re  Montgomery 
Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C,  924. 

4.  Supervisory  or  managerial  e^penees. 

139.  In  fixing  the  operating  expenses  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  and 
electric  utility,  an  allowance  wa«  made  for  supervision  expense  of  2 
per  cent  of  the  gross  revenues  rather  than  2J  per  cent  paid  by  the 
utilty,  where  part  of  the  service  covered  by  the  payment  included  work 
of  the  ''bond  department"  asd  time  devoted  to  the  purchase  of  supplies, 
since  the  former  was  chargeable  to  the  cost  of  money  and  the  latter 
was  chargeable  to  capital  a.ccount  rather  than  to  maintenance  and 
operating  expenses.  Re  San  Diego  Consol.  G.  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  930. 

140.  A  proportional  part  of  the  salaries  for  executive  management 
other  than  superintendence  of  eight  utilities  cannot  be  charged  to  one 
of  the  utilities  as  an  operating  expense  in  fixing  rates,  where  the  prin- 
cipal benefit  from  the  management  was  in  the  installation  of  the  system, 
and  an  amount  therefor  has  been  included  in  the  overhead  allowance. 
Re  Belvedere  Water  Co.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

141.  A  portion  of  managerial  and  supervisory  services  sufficient  to 
represent  an  amount  chargeable  to  and  allowed  as  overhead  expenses 
in  the  capital  accoimt,  should  be  deducted  from  operating  expenses  in 
determining  whether  the  company  is  receiving  a  fair  rate  of  return. 
Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4 
lap.  U.  C.R.113). 

6.  Miscellaneous  and  general  expenses. 

142.  An  annual  allowance  of  $600  is  8uffici«it  aa  a  general  expense 
of  a  water  system  having  a  rate-making  value  of  $1,100,000,  to  cover 
miscellaneous  and  unforseen  expenses,  such  as  the  cost  of  membership 
in  waterworks  associations,  chambers  of  commerce,  and  other  public 
bodies,  and  traveling  expenses  of  the  manager  in  occasional  conferences 
with  state  officials,  etc.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

143.  In  estimating  operating  expenses  in  a  rate  case  a  plentiful  al- 
lowance should  be  made  to  reimburse  the  company  for  unusual  expen- 
ditures which,  although  impossible  of  prediction  on  past  performance, 
nevertheless  are  certain  to  occur  in  one  shape  or  another  each  year. 
Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (8.  C.  4 
111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

144.  A  charge  of  $5,264  against  operations  of  a  water  utility  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  an  office  out  of  the  state  at  which  the  general 
books  of  the  company  were  kept  was  reduced  to  $1,500,  where  the 
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utilitf's  local  office  was  amply  equipped  for  the  conduct  of  its  business. 
Bluefield  v.  Bluefield  Waterworks  ^  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R. 
1017E,  22. 

6,  ComnUs^Um  expenses. 

145.  The  expense  of  a  rate  investigation  should  be  disregarded  In 
determining  the  normal  operating  expenses  of  a  utility  for  rate  making. 
Moritz  V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

146.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  expenses  incurred  in  preparing 
and  presenting  a  rate  case  before  the  Commission,  where  the  utility  has 
collected  excess  revenue  during  the  pendency  of  the  hearings.  Kennedy 
Y.  De  Kalb-Sycamore  Electric  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  288. 

147.  A  public  utility  which  has  never  collected  excessive  revenues 
18  entitled  to  a  reasonable  allowance  for  the  cost  of  preparing  an  inven- 
tory required  by  a  Commission,  such  expense  to  be  amortized  over  a 
term  of  years.    Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

148.  A  public  utility  will  not,  in  a  rate  proceeding,  be  allowed  a 
sufficient  sum  in  operating  expenses  to  amortize  Commission  procedure 
expenses,  where  it  appears  that  excessive  rates  have  been  collected 
since  the  date  of  the  complaint,  sufficient  to  more  than  equalize  pro- 
cedure expenses.  I4ncoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &,  Light  Co.  (III.)  P.UJR. 
1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

149.  Expenses  incurred  in  valuation  proceedings  before  the  Commis- 
sion should  be  amortized  or  lengthened  over  a  period  of  years,  and  not 
included  as  an  operating  expense  for  the  current  year.  Re  Indianapolis 
Water  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  656. 

150.  The  cost  of  making  inventories  and  conducting  rate  hearings, 
even  if  allowable  as  an  operating  expense,  should  not  be  included  in  the 
operating  expenses  for  any  one  year,  but  should  be  spread  over  a  period 
of  years.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.XJ.R. 
1917F,  385. 

7.  Legal  expenses* 

151.  The  sum  of  $1,000  was  allowed  for  the  annual  legal  expense  of 
a  water  system  whose  legal  expenses  have  been  at  a  uniform  rate  of 
$300  per  annum,  except  in  recent  years,  when  important  changes  were 
effected  in  the  organization,  a  large  bond  issue  floated,  and  litigation 
was  had  over  rates.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917P,  478. 

152.  A  water  company  is  entitled  at  least  to  a  small  expense  allow« 
ance  for  legal  services  where  it  is  valued  at  $106,000  and  supplies  1^56 
domestic  consumers.  Re  Benwood  ft  McM.  Consol.  Water  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.19I7D,  460. 

S.  Payments  to  holding  or  parent  company. 

Discussion  of  advantages  to  telephone  users  of  service  furnished 
hy  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  261. 

163.  The  payment  by  the  Moimtain  States  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  of  4}  per  cent  of  its  gross  receipts  to  the  American  Tele- 
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phone  ft  Telegraph  Company  for  the  lease  or  rental  of  the  vital  parts 
of  its  telephone  instruments,  and  for  engineering,  accounting,  legal, 
traffic,  and  financial  services,  was  held  reasonable;  but  of  this  amount 
the  Colorado  Commission  determined  that  30  per  cent  should  be  charged 
to  the  operating  accoimt.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Tel^.  Co. 
(Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

154.  An  allowance  of  $2,000  was  held  ample  for  mere  operating 
services  rendered  by  a  holding  company  to  an  operating  company  serv- 
ing a  city  of  10,000  inhabitants,  especially  where  the  operation  and 
management  are  not  of  such  a  superior  character  as  to  warrant  large 
service  fees.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  lU.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

9,  Payments  to  supply  company. 

155.  The  contractual  relation  between  two  utilities  such  as  that 
between  the  Mountain  States  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  and  the 
Western  Electric  CJompany,  whereby  one  acts  as  the  purchasing  agent 
and  storekeeper  of  the  other,  should  not  be  disturbed  where  it  does 
not  impose  an  undue  burden  upon  the  public,  but  results  in  a  reduc- 
tion of  operating  costs,  and  brings  about  the  standardization  of  equip- 
ment. Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
198. 

10.  Interest  on  depreciation  fund. 

156.  No  allowance  of  interest  upon  an  accrued  depreciation  fund 
should  be  made  as  an  operating  expense,  where  in  fact  no  such  fund  has 
been  maintained  and  accrued  depreciation  has  been  deducted  currently 
from  the  book  value.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

11.  Interest  and  discount  on  bonds, 

157.  Interest  on  bonds  is  not  a  part  of  overhead  current  expenses. 
Re  Benwood  A  McM.  Onsol.  Water  Go.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  460. 

158.  Interest  on  borrowed  money  used  to  purchase  a  public  utility 
plant  should  not  be  considered  as  an  operating  expense,  but  as  a  part 
of  the  return.  Smith  v.  De  Tienne  &  Humphrey  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
24  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  509), 

159.  Interest  on  bonds  is  not  payable  out  of  operating  expenses,  but 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  interest  return  allowed.  Re  TiptcMi  Teleph.  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  209. 

100.  Interest  should  not  be  included  in  an  estimate  of  operating  ex- 
penses where  the  fund  on  which  it  accrues  is  included  in  the  value  of 
the  property  on  which  the  rates  are  based.  Re  Montgomery  Gas  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C,  924. 

161.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  to,  or  expense  incurred  by,  a  railroad  car- 
rier in  handling  a  particular  class  of  traffic,  interest  on  bonds  and  taxes 
should  not  be  included  in  the  estimate,  but  they  are  matters  to  be  con- 
sidered in  determining  whether  the  rate  to  be  enforced  provides  a  rea- 
sonable or  fair  compensation.    State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Florida 


Digitized  by 


Google 


RETUKjr,  V.  d,  12,  13.  377 

East  Coast  R.  Co.  (Fku)  P.U.R.1017B.  1023  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  73  So. 
171). 

162.  No  allowance  should  be  made,  in  estimating  operating  expenses 
ifl  a  rate  case,  for  the  amount  necessary  to  be  set  aside  out  of  the  earn- 
ings of  a  utility  for  the  amortization  of  bond  discount.  He  City  Water 
Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.11>17B,  «24. 

163.  Although  mot  all  of  an  interest  item  was  a  proper  charge  to  op- 
eration and  maintenance,  as  a  part  of  it  was  used  in  paying  interest  on 
money  borrowed  by  the'reoeiyer  to  redeem  overdue  bond  coupons,  an  al- 
lowance was  made  for  tbe  entire  item  in  ascertaining  expenditures  in 
fixing  rates,  where  the  amount  was  small  and  it  was  impossible  to  de- 
termine from  the  evidence  what  part  was  a  proper  charge.  Re  Ben- 
wood  &  McM.  Consol.  Water  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P,U.R.1917D,  460. 

19,  BenefUs  or  howiues  to  employeos* 

164.  An  appropriation  from  the  surplus  of  a  telephone  company  as  a 
reserve  for  the  payment  of  pensions  and  sick  and  accident  benefits  to 
its  employees,  without  assessment,  abatement  of  wages,  or  contribu- 
tion on  their  part,  is  in  accord  with  the  laws  of  Colorado  governing 
workmen's  compensation.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Tel^.  Co. 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

166.  If  payments  to  employees  for  faithful  and  efficient  service  under 
a  profit-sharing  plan  whereby  the  amount  disbursed  is  dependent  upon 
the  rate  of  dividends  are  allowed  as  an  operating  expense  in  a  raie- 
making  proceeding,  it  should  be  done  with  the  understanding  that  such 
payments  are  to  be  continued  at  the  present  rate,  regardless  of  the 
effect  of  a  revision  of  the  rates  on  dividends.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Elec- 
tric niuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  864. 

166.  A  public  utility  should  be  commended  for  its  foresight  in  pro- 
viding a  surplus  which  enables  it  to  pay  a  bonus  to  employees  on  ac- 
count of  the  high  cost  of  living.  Re  Mountain  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co* 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

18.  Surpltis  for  extraordinary  casualties,    * 

167.  In  fixing  maintenance  and  operating  expenses  of  a  water  utility 
that  suffered  damage  by  floods,  an  allowance  was  made  under  the  head- 
ing "Extraordinary  Expense"  to  amortize,  over  a  period  of  fears,  the 
damage  sustained.     Re  Murray   (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917C,  521. 

168.  A  surplus  to  take  care  of  extraordinary  emergencies,  such  as 
damages  caused  by  tornadoes,  heavy  windstorms,  fires,  etc.,  was  held 
unnecessary  for  a  telephone  company  operating  in  Colorado,  although  it 
was  declared  that,  within  reasonable  bounds,  the  public  utility  should 
be  permitted  to  lay  aside  a  surplus.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  & 
Taltg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

169.  Material  increases  in  rates  are  not  warranted  to  meet  the  remote 
contingency  of  the  recurrence  of  damages  by  storm  of  extraordinary 
severity,  where  the  company  at  existing  rates  has  been  able  to  pay  6 
per  cent  dividends  over  a  period  of  years  and  to  take  care  of  sttck 
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storm  damage  out  of  surplus  and  earnings*    Re  Farmers  Teleph.  Co. 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  118. 

14.  Amortization  of  discarded  property, 

170.  A  utility  should  be  reimbursed  for  the  loss  sustained  by  the 
abandonment  of  serviceable  machinery  in  order  to  install  more  efficient 
and  economically  operated  equipment,  by  an  ad^tion  to  general  operat- 
ing expenses  for  a  period  of  years  to  provide  an  amortization  fund  to 
take  care  of  such  loss.  Commercial  Club  ▼.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Trac- 
tion Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  743. 

16.  Bad  accounts, 

171.  Bad  debts  are  a  proper  eharge  to  operating  expenses.  Lincoln 
V.  Lincohi  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U. 
CR.  118). 

16,  Amortization  of  investment. 
Amortization  of  investment  in  natural  gas  plant,  see  supra,  33,  35. 

172.  One  twentieth  of  the  amount  expended  by  the  owner  of  a  railway 
in  the  construction  of  the  road  cannot  be  charged  against  annual  operat- 
ing revenue  in  determining  whether  rates  fixed  under  state  authority 
are  confiscatory  as  not  yielding  a  proper  return,  merely  because  of  a 
contract  whereby  the  ownership  of  the  road  was  to  be  transferred  at 
the  end  of  twenty  years  to  a  connecting  railroad  without  payment  of 
any  purchase  price.  Darnell  v.  Edwards  (U.  S.)  P.U.R.1917F,  64  (S. 
C.  244  U.  S.  564,  61  L.  ed.  1817,  37  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  701). 

173.  A  utility  will  not  be  allowed  an  increase  in  rates  to  enable  it  to 
perform  a  franchise  obligation  to  set  aside  annually  out  of  earnings 
a  sinking  fund  for  payment  of  the  bonded  indebtedness  within  a  speci- 
fied time,  the  plant  then  to  become  the  property  of  the  city;  since 
municipal  acquisition  should  be  had  through  taxation  or  by  city  bonds, 
after  a  vote  by  the  electors,  as  provided  by  law.  Re  Americua  Public 
Service  Co.  (Ga.)  P.U.R1917C,  346. 

RETURN  AS  A  WHOLE. 

See  Return,  16>24a. 

REVALUATION. 

For  purpose  of  municipal  acquisition,  see  Municipal  PtUfT,  4. 

REVENUE  LOCOMOTIVE  MILE. 

As  method  of  apportioning  maintenance  expense  between  freight 
and  passenger  service,  see  AppouTioirMENT,  13. 

Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  operating  expenses  between 
different  services,  P.U.R.1017D,  p.  174. 
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BEVEKUES. 

C^nerally,  see  RffruEK. 

Apportionment  of  rtrenues  generallj,  see  AFPOBnoiflCEsrr. 
Apportionment  of  telephone  revenues,  see  Appobtionhsnt,  28,  38. 
Amount  that  should  have  been  received  for  free  service  considered 
as  part  of  revenue  for  rate  maluQg,  see  RiruBif,  3. 

BEVENUE  TRAIN  MIIiE, 

Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  operating  expenses  between 
different  services,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  174, 

BETER8E  PHASE  DEVICE. 

To  secure  safe  operation  of  elevators^  see  Sbbvice,  148. 

REVIEW. 

See  Appeal  and  Review. 

RICE. 

Irrigation  rates  for  rice,  see  Rates,  184. 

RIGHT  OF  ACTION. 

Right  of  action  for  |;reater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation  of 
Califomia  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Reparation,  8. 

RIGHTS. 

Power  of  Nevada  Conunission  to  authorize  water  companies  to 
abandon  service  where  residents  have  acquired  vested  rights  to 
service,  see  Service,  27. 

Persons  exchanging  irrigation  rights  for  stock  in  company  to  have 
contract  other  than  stock  certificates,  see  Service,  176. 

RIGHTS  OF  WAT. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  of  appeal  from  order  of  town 
requiring  railroad  to  open  street  across  right  of  way,  see 
Crossings,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  a 
crossing  over  a  railroad  before  the  highway  has  been  estab- 
Hshed,  see  Crossings,  7. 

Use  of  railroad  right  of  way  for  electrical  line,  see  Intercorpo- 
rate Relations,  7. 

Necessity  of  certificate  or  franchise  for  extension  over  private 
right  of  way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California 
Public  Utilities  Act,  see  Monopoly  and  Competitiox,  18. 

Operation  of  interurban  cars  over  private  right  of  way  as  factor  in 
fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  167. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  exercise  power  of 
eminent  domain  to  acquire,  see  Service,  37. 

Storage  of  grain  bins  and  portable  elevators  on  railroad  right  of 
way,  see  Service,  42. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  136,  300,  302,  416,  416. 
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RIPARIAH  BIOHT8. 

Right  to  use  of  water,  see  Pubuo  Uhliiibs,  aO. 
Of  flowage,  aee  Watebs  and  Water  Rtohts,  1,  2. 

BISKS. 

Return  to  be  commeiisurate  with  risks  of  undertaking,  see  Retubn^ 

8. 
High  return  for  natural  gas  company,  see  Retubn,  32-35. 
Allowance  for,  in  return,  see  Retubn,  43. 
Allowance  for,  in  working  capital,  see  Valuatiox,  332. 
Allowance  in  valuation  for  risk  of  the  enterprise,  see  VALUATiOir^ 

352. 

ROADBED. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  11. 

Allowance  for  adaptation  and  solidification  of  railroad  roadbed  in 
valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  204,  205. 

ROADS. 

See  Highways  and  Streets. 

ROCK. 

Consideration  of  rock  excavation  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost 
of  water  system,  see  Valuation,  95. 

ROixnfG  rrocK. 

See  also  Constbuction  and  Equipment. 

Conditional  sale  of  rolling  stock  to  street  railways,  authorized  by 
Massachusetts  statute,  see  Stbeet  Railways,  1. 

ROOMIlf  O  HOUSES. 

Additional  telephone  charge  for  residence  having  roomers  and 
boarders,  see  Rates,  275. 

ROUBTD  TRIP  TICKETS. 

Ticket  books  preferable  to  round  trip  tiokets  for  interorban  rail- 
ways, see  Ratks,  170. 

ROUTIMO. 

Rerouting  of  street  car  lines  as  violating  charter  designating 
streets  on  which  cars  shall  run,  see  Constitutional  Law,  43. 

General  order  permitting  reparation  for  misrouting  shipments,  ••• 
Reparation,  9. 

Rerouting  of  street  railway  lines,  see  Service,  2?1. 

RUI.E  OF  DECISION. 

Rule  of  decision  by  Commission,  see  Commissions,  0,  10. 
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i:ULE8  AND  REGULATiaJni. 

Rcile  of  Commission  pix>yidhig  for  hearing  and  decision  as  invalid 

assumption  of  legislative  and  judicial  functions,  see  Coioas- 

SIONS,  4. 
Rules  of  Illinois  Commission  rdative  to  BigAftU  at  graAe  cro08ings> 

see  CB088II9G8,  17,  18. 
Discrimination  in  rules  for  paTmsnt,  see  DiscBnairATioif,  12S-134. 
Construction  of  the  Califomia  Safety  Law  requiring  reconstruction 

of  electric  and  telephone  lines,  see  Ik.ECTiictTT,  2,  7-0. 
For  deetrioal  ooutnacttoa  generally,  see  ELBomorrT,  10-13. 
Municipal  plant  to  adopt  rules  as  to  extension  of  service,  see  Sebv- 

ICK,  67. 
Duty  of  consumer  to  obey  rules  of  utility  although  he  has  not 

signed  eontraot  for  service,  see  Service,  100. 
Rules  governing  construction  and  maintenance  of  electric  wires  on 

wood  poles,  see  Wibes  axd  Cables,  2. 

BUmUNO  PBIVIIiEOES. 

Power  to  compel  stopping  of  through  trains  where  railroad  has 
only  running  privileges  over  tracks,  see  Sebvigb,  207* 

BUBAL  BtTBSGBIBEBB. 

See  Consumers  and  Patrons. 

BUBAIf  TEUBPHOME  UNES* 

Apportionment  as  between  rural  Unee  and  town  «xcliange»   see 

Appobtionicent,  28,  36-38. 
Unlimited  free  service  to  rural  subscribers  while  imposing  toll 

charge  on  city  subscribers,  as  unlawful   discrimination,   see 

DiSCRIMINATTON,  87. 

Discrimination  in  rates  between  rural  telephone  subscribers,  see 

DfSCBIinNATION,   100. 

Extension  of  rural  telephone  line  into  occupied  village,  see  Mo- 
nopoly AND  COMPETTnON,  42,  48. 

Bxtension  of  service  to  rural  subscribers  in  border  territory,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  44. 

Proper  parties  to  remedy  defective  service  on  rural  telephone  lines, 
see  Parties,  10. 

Unreasonabl^iess  of  requiring  advance  payments  for  telephone  serv- 
ice from  rural  line  subscribers,  see  Payments,  3. 

Rural  or  mutual  telephones  as  public  utilities,  see  Public  Utili- 
ties, 9,  18. 

Individual  operating  system  as  public  utility,  see  Pubuc  Utilities, 
18. 

Installation  charge  and  service  charge  for  rural  telephones,  see 
Rates,  276. 

Extension  of  service,  see  Service,  266. 

Number  of  subscribers  on  rural  telephone  line,  see  Service,  267. 

BUSH  HOITBt. 

On  interurban  railways,  see  Service,  172. 
On  street  railways,  see  Sebvice,  246,  248. 
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SAFETY. 

Of  electric  equipment  on  consumer's  premises,  see  Sntvics,  147, 
148. 

BATETY  APPUAK0E8. 

At  railroad  crossings,  see  Cbossings,  17,  18. 

On  elevators,  see  Sbevioe,  148. 

I>aty  of  interurban  railways  as  to  canTing  red  UgxtB  at  aigiit,  see 
Sebvicb,  166. 

Street  railways  to  stop  cars  and  establish  safety  devises  ai  draw- 
bridges, see  Sbbvics,  230. 

One-man  street  cars  with  proper  safety  devices,  see  Sbbvigb,  239. 

Annotation  on  safety  devices  at  highway  grade  crossingi^  P.U.R. 
1917D,  p.  383. 

SAFETY  JJLWn. 

See  Statutes. 

8AG8. 

Tables  showing  sags  of  conductors  for  situations  of  haxar^  P.UJEL 
1917A,  885,  888. 

BALARIEB. 

Apportionment  of  salaries  of  telephone  operators,  see  Afpobtion- 
HENT,  31,  36. 

Apportionment  of  salaries  of  utility  operating  telephone  and  elec- 
tric light  plant,  see  Afpobtioitment,  62. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  amount  of  wages  paid  employees, 
see  CoioassiOHS,  42* 

Payment  of  exorbitant  salaries  to  officers  and  small  dividends  of  no 
concern  to  ratepayers,  see  Rbtubn,  131. 

As  operating  expenses,  see  Reetubn,  131-138. 

Small  concern  not  to  employ  both  manager  and  engineer,  see  Ba- 
TUBN,  133. 

SALE  PRICE. 

Of  securities,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  56. 

As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  74,  76.  ^ 

8AI^8. 

Apportionment  of  values,  revenues,  and  expenses  of  natural  gas 
producing  system  between  distributing  systems  on  the  basis 
of  sales,  see  Appobtioioient,  7. 

Certificate  needed  although  transaction  is  an  exchange  of  com- 
modities rather  than  sale  to  consumers,  see  OEBtmoATB  or 
Convenience  and  Necessftt,  8. 

Propriety  of  action  of  Commission  in  approving  proposed  sale  of 
utility   property,   not   reviewable    upon    certiorari,    see    Cni- 

TIOKABI,   1. 
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Jurisdiction  of  Alabama  supreme  court  to  review  Commiislan  or- 
der authorixiiig  fUle  of  street  railway  property  aad  franchises, 
see  Cebtjobabi,  3. 

Constitutional  |»t>Tision  prohibiting  use  of  street  without  consent 
of  local  authority  as  affecting  power  of  CJommission  to  author- 
ize sale  of  utilitjr's  property  and  franchises,  see  Commissionb, 
12. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  determine  whether  sale  of  utility's 
property  is  consistent  with  public  inti^est  as  unlawful  dele- 
gation of  legislative  power,  see  Cohstitvtional  Law,  76. 

Sales  amounting  to  a  consolidation  or  merger,  see  Consolidation, 
Mebgeb,  and  Sale. 

Consideration  of  sale  priee  of  property  in  fixing  value  for  security 
issue  purposes,  see  SBOUnrrr  Issxtbs,  39,  42. 

Of  equipment  by  oansumers  to  utility,  see  Sbbviob,  121,  122. 

Conditional  sale  of  rolling  stock  to  street  railways,  authorized  by 
Massachusetts  statutes,  see  Street  Railways,  1. 

Sale  of  public  utility  plant  upon  a  reasonable  value  only,  see  Valu- 
ation, 5. 

Ascertainment  of  value  for  purpose  of  purchase  and  sale,  see  Valu- 
ation, 68,  70. 

Consideration  of  current  prices  in  ascertaining  value  ^r  parpofie 
of  purchase  and  sale,  see  ValUa^ron,  90,  103. 

Method  of  determining  value  of  coBsumers'  electriciil  equipment 
for  which  utility  was  required  to  compensate  consumers,  see 
Valuation,  293-298. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  sale  of  real  estate.  Appendix,  P.U.R. 
1917A,  p.  1132. 

1.  Stocks,  bonds,  or  other  securities  of  other  companies  held  by  a 
public  utility  are  "property"  within  the  meaning  of  the  Public  Utility 
Act  forbidding  a  public  utility  to  dispose  of  its  property  without  ap- 
proval of  the  Commission.  Re  Millville  Gaslight  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R. 
191 7F,  529. 

SALT. 

Rate  for  transporting,  see  Rates,  251. 

8AI.VAGIL 

Accounting  for  salvage,  see  AooouwtnfG,  7. 

Consid  ation  of,  in  allowing  for  depreciation,  see  Depbeoiation, 
63. 

■AXITATIOK. 

Of  street  cars,  see  Sbbvice,  249,  250. 

8AVINO  OVER  8TEAM. 

Capitalization  of,  in  valuing  water  plant,  see  Valuatioit,  431-433. 

8AVIK08. 

See  generally,  Efpicienot. 

To  be  affected  by  utility  as  not  justifying  omission  to  secure  cer- 
tificate, see  Certificate  op  Convenience  and  Negessitt,  7. 
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80AI.E8. 

Power  of  niinois  Ootntiiiasioii  to  require  ifutalUtlon  of  track 
scales  at  certain  point  in  absence  of  action  by  Congress  or 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see  IifTEBSTATB  CouciBOi, 
16. 

BGHEDUIiE* 

See  also  Rates. 

Filing  rate  schednle,  see  Rates,  46,  47. 

Time  of  putting  into  effect  new  tekedule  of  ratos,  see  Rates,  40. 

SCHOOL  OHILDBEH. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  to  compel  reduced  fare  for 

school  children,  see  DiscKnciNATiON,  8. 
Reduced  intemrblto  railway  rates  to,  see  Rates,  169. 

SCHOOLS. 

Free  senrioe  to,  as  disorlmiimtion,  see  DisoBiicnf ATioif,  37-89. 
Discontinuance  without  notice  of  service  to,  during  vacation  period, 
see  SsBSiOB,  97,  96» 

SCUSMS. 

Power  of  Mississippi  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  screen  car 
wiiidows  to  protect  health  of  patrons,  see  Coiuassiovs,  34. 

SCRIP  DryiDEKDS. 

Issuance  of,  see  Sbuuiuty  Issues,  14,  21. 

SEASONAL  SERVICS. 

Rate  for,  see  Rates,  87,  88. 

SEATS. 

Mandamus  against  railroad  for  failure  to  obey  Commission  order, 
requiring  sufficient  number  of  seats  for  passengers,  see  Man- 
damus, 1. 

Of  street  cars,  see  Sebvics,  241-246. 

Seating  capacity  during  rush  hours,  see  Service,  248. 

SECOND-CLASS  CIKES  LAW. 

See  Statutes. 

SECRETABT  OF  THE  INTEBIOB. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  require  instalbklion  of  natural 
gas  meters  under  regttlaticm  of  Secr^ary  of  the  Interior  that 
gas  obtained  from  land  of  Indians  should  be  metered,  see  Sebv- 
ice,  33. 

SECUBITIES. 

See  also  Securttt  Issues. 

Validity  of  Illinois  statute  authorising  control  of  competing  util- 
ity through  ownership  of  securities,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
1. 
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Power  of  utility  to  guarantee  the  bonds  of  another  company  as 
incident  to  its  right  to  make  traffic  arrangements  with  such 
company,  see  Intebcobpobatb  Relations,  4. 

As  property  requiring  consent  of  Commission  before  sale,  see  Sale. 

Value  of  securities  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  32,  66-67. 

Outstanding  securities  as  measure  of  value  as  dependent  upon 
regulation  of  issuance,  see  Valuation,  62-65. 

Discount  on  securities,  consideration  of,  in  ascertaining  origihal 
cost,  see  Valuation,  86. 

Investment  in  securities  of  another  company  not  included  in  allow- 
ance for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  325. 

lECUBITT. 

Discrimination  in  requiring  deposit  from  new  consumers  only,  see 
Discrimination,  130. 

For  payment  of  bills,  see  Payment,  19-25. 

Discontinuance  of  service  to  stockholders  for  failure  to  give  se- 
curity for  payment  of  accrued  stock  assessment,  see  Payment, 
27. 

Subscribers'  deposits  considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital^ 
sec  Valuation,  323,  324. 

SECUBITY  ISSUES. 

I,  In  general,  1—6, 
11.  Jurisdiction,  potvera,  and  duties  of  Commission,  7—17. 
a.  In  general,  7—13, 
h.  Scrip  dividends,  14, 

c.  Short  term  notes,  16, 

d.  Where  proceeds  are  to  he  expended  outside  the  state, 

16. 

e.  Issues  hy  foreign  corporations,  17, 
in.  What  constitutes  an  **issue,'*  18, 

TV,  Issuance  as  affected  hy  character  of  securities,  19^91, 

a.  Stock  dividends,  19,  20, 

h.  Scrip  dividends,  21, 
F.  Conversion  of  hands  into  stock,  22, 
VI,  Purpose,  23-38. 

a.  In  general,  23—26, 

h.  Overhead  expenses,  27,  28. 

c.  Betterments  and  extensions,  29—31, 

d.  Replacements,  32,  33. 

e.  Beiminirsement  of  treasury,  34—36, 

f.  Refunding  of  ohligations,  37,  38, 
VII,  Amount,  39—54. 

a.  In  general,  39—42, 

h.  Proportion  of  stock  to  honds,  43,  44. 

c.  On  reorganization,  4S—48, 

d.  On  consolidation,  49—64, 
VIII.  Sale  price,  65. 

See  also  Sccurities. 

r.U.R.1917  Dig. 
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J.  In  general. 

Accounting  of  expenditures  for  retirement  of  bonds,  see  Accounting,  1. 

Transfer  under  New  Jersey  statute  of  majority  of  stock  to  foreign  hold- 
ing company,  see  Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale,  22. 

Conditions  to  issuance  of  securities  by  consolidated  company,  see  Con- 
solidation, Merger,  and  Sale,  26. 

Allowance  for  taxes  on  excessive  bond  issue  as  an  operating  expense, 
see  Return,  129. 

Conclusiveness  of  security  issue  valuation  in  rate  valuation,  see  Valua- 
tion, 69. 

Bond  discount  considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  77,  181-192. 

Stock  reserved  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  348. 

Annotation  on  regulation  of  security  issues,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  818. 

Abstract  of  cases  passing  upon  issuance  of  securities,  P.U.R.1917B, 
Appendix,  p.  1126. 

Rule  of  accounting  for  discount  upon  securities  on  other  com- 
mercial paper,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  454. 

1.  The  mere  fact  that  a  utility  has  other  means  of  raising  funds  is 
not  a  sufficient  reason  for  denying  its  application  for  parmission  to 
issue  equipment  trust  certificates  to  enable  it  to  purdiase  additional 
equipment.    Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  139. 

2.  Authority  to  issue  securities  to  construct  an  interurban  railroail 
will  not  be  denied  merely  beOEiuse  of  the  high  prices  of  materials  and 
labor  due  largely  to  the  £}uropean  War,  since  the  probable  disttkrbance 
in  the  money  market  after  the  end  of  the  war  may  prevent  floating 
the  securities.    Re  Omaha  L.  &  B.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  907. 

3.  An  order  for  the  issuance  of  securities  to  construct  an  inter- 
urban railroad  at  the  time  of  high  prices  of  labor  and  material  due 
largely  to  the  European  War  reserved  the  right,  on  account  of  the 
probability  of  a  material  falling  off  in  prices  after  the  end  of  the  war, 
to  cancel  the  order  unless  within  six  months  the  company  shows  that 
the  project  has  been  financed  and  the  contracts  for  construction  and 
equipment  entered  into.  Re  Omaha  L.  k  B.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
907. 

4.  A  suit  to  enjoin  a  railroad  company  from  the  issuance  of  bonds 
to  reimburse  it  for  moneys  paid  out  in  reliance  upon  the  reimburse- 
ment by  use  of  such  bonds,  because  of  failure  to  obtain  the  consent  of 
a  state  Commission,  is  not  authorized  by  a  statute  requiring  the  Com- 
mission's consent  to  the  transfer  of  securities  by  way  of  merger  or  sale. 
Public  Service  Commission  v.  Union  P.  R.  (3o.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  774. 

5.  A  surplus  in  so  far  as  it  represents  unextinguished  balances  of 
discounts  and  expenses  in  the  sale  of  bonds  at  less  than  par,  and  does 
not  include  any  deduction  for  physical  depreciation  and  obsolescence, 
is  not  available  for  dividend  purposes.  Re  Georgia  R.  &  Power  Co. 
(Ga.)  P.U.R.1917C,  348. 

6.  That  the  construction  of  a  street  railway  between  towns  has 
been  or  is  being  financed  largely  by  the  creation  of  floating  indebted- 
ness, and  without  the  issue  of  stock  sufficient  in  amount  to  insure  a 
reasonable  measure  of  financial  stability,  does  not  prevent  the  issuing 
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of  a  certificate  under  a  statute  (Mass.  Acts  1911,  cbap.  05,  |  1)  pro- 
viding that  a  town  shall  not  subscribe  to  tbe  ctock  until  the  Commis- 
sion certifies  that  ''reasonably  sufficient  financial  arrangements"  have 
been  made  to  permit  the  completion  of  the  railwaj,  on  the  theory 
that  such  financial  arrangements  must  be  "sound,''  since  the  statute 
is  intended  to  insure  the  completion  of  the  railway  rather  than  pro- 
tection to  the  town's  inYestmont.  Be  Plymouth  ft  S.  Street  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)   P.U.R.1917B,  899. 

II,  JurtsdicUan,  powen,  and  duUea  of  Commission, 

a.  In  general. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  determine  dif^puted  water  rights  on 
application  to  issue  securities,  see  CoiocissiONS,  17. 

Of  Missouri  Commission  to  grant  relief  from  mortgage  executed  with- 
out Commission's  consent^  see  Commissions,  40. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  approving  sale  of  utility's  property  for 
securities  issued  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  property,  see  Con- 
solidation, Meboeib,  and  Sale,  14. 

Power  of  Commission  in  security  issue  proceeding,  to  require  change  in 
accounting  system  and  depreciation  basis,  see  Depbsciation,  5. 

Necessity  of  securing  Commission's  consent  for  purchase  by  parent 
company  of  bonds  of  subsidiary,  see  Intebcorpobate  Kelations,  8. 

Company  supplying  water  only  under  contract  as  public  utility,  see 
PuBUo  UnuTiES,  14,  17. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  issuance  of  securities, 
P.U.R.1917E,  p.  720;  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  606. 

7.  The  Michigan  Commission  has  power  to  authorize  the  issuance 
of  capital  stock  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  a  public  utility  for 
moneys  expended  from  operating  income  for  the  acquiaition  of  prop- 
erty chargeable  to  the  capital  account;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  the 
expenditiures  were  made  without  the  atithority  of  the  Commission,  since 
the  propriety  of  such  expenditures  can  be  determined  upon  the  appli- 
cation for  the  issuance  of  the  securities.  Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1. 

8.  In  determining  whether  a  public  utility  shall  be  authorized  to 
issue  securities  to  reimburse  itself  for  expenditures  out  of  income  on 
the  capital  account,  the  Michigan  Commission  is  limited  to  a  consid- 
eration of  the  question  whether  the  expenditures  were  legal  and  such 
as  might  have  reasonably  been  made  by  tbe  corporate  management,  it 
not  being  within  the  province  of  the  Commission  to  t€tke  upon  itself 
the  internal  management  of  corporate  business.  Re  New  Ycrk  C.  R.  Co. 
(Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1. 

9.  On  an  application  for  permission  to  issue  equipment  trust  cer- 
tificates, the  Michigan  Commission  is  without  authority  to  inquire  into 
questions  touching  the  legality  of  the  organization  of  the  petitioning" 
corporation  or  its  board  of  directors,  the  Commission  being  empowered 
only  to  determine  whether  (a)  the  use  of  the  property  to  be  acquired 
is  reasonably  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  the  corporation,  (b)  whether 
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the  funds  deriyed  are  to  be  applied  to  lawful  purposes,  and  (c)  whether 
the  issue  and  amount  are  essential  to  the  successful  carrying  out  of  such 
purposes.    Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  139. 

10.  A  railroad  company  will  not  be  denied  authority  to  issue  equip* 
ment  trust  certificates  to  enable  it  to  purchase  additional  equipment, 
because  of  the  fact  that  it  already  has  enough  to  handle  its  business 
under  normal  conditions;  since  the  question  of  the  amount  of  additional 
equipment  needed  is  one  of  business  dbcretion  not  within  the  province 
of  the  Commission.    Re  Ne\/  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  139. 

11.  Under  a  statute  requiring  a  Commission,  upon  granting  ap- 
proval of  a  proposed  security  issue,  to  certify  that  the  stock  or  bonds 
are  "reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  the  corporation,"  tlie 
Commission  is  not  limited  to  the  approval  of  only  such  issues  as  are 
based  upon  the  physical  value  of  the  company's  property,  but  is  bound 
to  exercise  a  wise  discretion,  especially  in  dealing  with  capitalization 
involving  a  transition  from  the  old  situation  prior  to  regulation  to 
the  new  conditions  under  regulation.  Re  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  656. 

12.  The  Kansas  Commission,  in  passing  upon  the  issuance  of  se- 
cnrities  to  carry  out  a  railroad  reorganization  plan,  has  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  interfere  with  the  adjustment  of  creditors*  claims  and  the 
allowances  of  fees  and  expenses  to  syndicates  and  committees  for  effect- 
ing the  reorganization,  where  the  plan  providing  for  such  allowances 
was  presented  to  the  court  before  and  after  the  sale  of  the  property, 
and  all  of  the  proceedings  were  under  the  supervision  of  the  court 
and  received  its  approval.  Re  St.  Louis  A;  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R. 
1«17A,  237. 

13.  The  New  York  Commisaion  for  the  First  District  has  power  to 
require  as  a  condition  to  authorizing  the  issue  of  bonds  that  the  utility 
use  such  portion  of  the  proceeds  thereof  as  necessary  to  make  good  the 
amount  of  expenditures  charged  to  its  depreciation  reserve.  People  ex 
rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  v.  Straus  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917r,  672  (S. 
C.  —  App.  Div.  — ,  166  N.  Y.  Supp.  196). 

&.  Scrip  dividends. 

14.  Hie  Georgia  Commission  is  not  bound  by  the  discretion  of  utility 
directors  in  declaring  a  scrip  dividend,  and  will  determine  whether  the 
declaration  and  terms  of  payment  are  proper,  where  the  scrip  is  pay- 
able more  than  twelve  months  from  its  date.  Re  Georgia  R.  &  P.  Co. 
(Ga.)  P.U.R.1917C,  348. 

c.  Short  term  notes. 

16.  A  utility  can  issue  a  note  for  one  year  or  leas  without  obtaining 
permission  from  the  California  Commission.  Re  Rogers  Ddvelopment 
Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  186. 

d.  Where  proceeds  are  to  be  expended  outside  the  state, 

16.  The  New  Hampshire  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  issues 
of  securities  to  pay  for  expenditures  outside  of  the  state;  but  its  cm- 
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sent  ifl  ike^eauaj  to  the  itinmiite  of  %  mortgage  on  property  within  the 
state  to  secure  the  payment  of  Buofa  obligations.  Re  Springfield  Else* 
trie  R.  Co.   (N.  H.)   P.U.R.1917F,  604. 

e.  Ismtes  &y  foreign  corporations, 

17.  The  Missouri  Public  Serrice  Commission  Act,  requiring  the  con- 
sent of  the  Commission  to  the  issuance  of  securities  (Public  Serrice 
Act  1913,  §§  54,  65,  and  57),  does  not  apply  to  the  issuance  of  bonds 
by  a  foreign  railroad  having  no  franchise  from  the  state  of  Missouri; 
nor  would  it  be  reasonable  to  require  the  consent  of  the  Commission  to 
the  issuance  of  such  bonds  where  issued  pursuant  to  a  mortgage  con- 
tract entered  into  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  Commission  Act.  Public 
Service  Commission  v.  Union  P.  R.  Co.  (M<^)  P.U.R.1917P,  774  (a  C. 
271  Mo.  258,  197  S.  W.  39). 

HI.  What  oonsiittUes  an  "issue.'' 

18.  Bonds  are  not  "issued"  under  the  California  Public  Utilities  Act 
when  they  are  merely  executed  and  placed  with  the  treasurer  for  sale; 
but  only  when  they  are  executed  and  delivered  to  the  purchaser.  Re 
Death  Valley  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  642. 

IV.  lamjumoe  aa  affected  &y  character  of  aecuritiea. 

a.  Stoch  dividends, 

19.  A  lessor  electric  light  company  will  be  authorized  to  issue  a 
stock  dividend  ngainst  undivided  profits,  on  which,  with  the  original 
stock,  the  lessee  will  pay  7  per  cent  dividends  as  rental  for  the  system, 
where  the  total  par  value  of  the  stock  is  no  more  than  the  value  of  the 
system,  as  evidenced  by  the  failure  of  the  lessee  or  consumers  to  ob- 
ject, and  by  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  the  system,  recently  constructed 
without  any  bonuses  or  overhead  charges,  and  with  but  little  depre- 
ciation, is  more  than  the  total  par  value  of  the  stock.  Re  Kittery  Elec- 
tric Light  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  669. 

20.  The  Massachusetts  Board  of  Gas  and  Electric  Light  Commis- 
sioners refused  to  approve  an  issue  of  securities  for  additions  and  ex- 
tensions of  an  electric  light  plant  to  the  extent  of  the  cash  value  of  a 
preferred  stock  dividend  distributed  from  the  surplus  of  a  subsidiary 
corporation  among  the  stockholders  of  the  electric  company  which 
owned  the  capital  stock  of  the  subsidiary  corporation;  it  appearing 
that  the  subsidiary  corporation  was  regarded,  save  in  form,  as  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  electric  company,  and  that  the  surplus  so  distributed 
would  have  been  available  for  the  purposes  of  the  proposed  issue.  Re 
United  Electric  Light  Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1917E,  868. 

h.  Scrip  dividends. 

21.  A  scrip  dividend  will  not  be  approved  where  it  is  to  be  issued 
against   earnings   which    have   been   invested   in   permanent   improve- 
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miNitB,  and  is  to  be  paid  in  deferred  ingtalments  extettdiag  for  levea 
yean.    B«  Georgia  R.  &  P.  Co.  (Ga.)  P.U.R.1917C,  348. 

F.  Conversion  of  bonds  into  «loote. 

22.  The  substitution  of  stock  for  bonds  is  commendable  if  the  bonds 
represent  an  actual,  equivalent  investment  on  the  capital  account.  Re 
Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917D,  807. 

VI.  Purpose, 

a.  In  general* 

Issuance  of  securities  for  promotion  services  of  interurban  railway,  see 
Valuation,  187. 

Annotation  on  purposes  for  which  securities  may  be  issued,  P.U.R. 
1917D,  p.  818;  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  720;  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  807. 

23.  The  issuance  of  capital  stock  to  discharge  unpaid  interest  cou- 
pons, otherwise  not  permissible,  cannot  be  authorized  on  the  theory  that 
the  purpose  of  such  an  issue  is  for  the  "acquisition  cf  property.**  Re 
Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  807. 

24.  An  expenditure  by  an  electric  company  for  the  erection  of  a 
building  for  lease  to  a  manufacturing  concern,  which  might  not  other- 
wise have  become  a  customer,  should  not  be  represented  in  the  perma- 
nent securities  of  the  utility.  Re  Turners  Falls  Power  k  E.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  99. 

25.  A  plan  of  consolidation  involving  the  issuance  of  securities  to 
refund  obligations  which  include  taxes,  interest,  and  other  operating 
charges,  as  well  as  expenditures  for  replacements,  is  objectionable. 
Re  Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917D,  807. 

26.  Upon  approving  a  consolidation  of  a  number  of  subsidiary  com- 
panics  with  the  parent  company  that  operated  all  the  plants  and  owned 
all  the  stock  of  the  subsidiary  companies,  the  New  Jersey  Commission 
authorized  an  issue  of  stock  of  the  Consolidated  Company  in  an  amount 
equal  to  and  in  exchange  for  the  outstanding  stock  of  the  operating 
company,  but  refused  to  authorize  the  issuance  of  stock  in  any  amount 
for  the  exchange  of  the  stock  of  the  subsidiary  companies.  Re  Mlllville 
Gaslight  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  529. 

h,  €>verhead  expenses. 

27.  Stock  may  be  issued  for  beneficial  promotion  services.  R3  River 
Bend  Gas  &  Water  Co.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917C,  827. 

28.  It  is  not  the  poliey  of  the  Elaine  Commission  to  authorize  the 
issuance  of  a  large  amount  of  common  stock  for  promotion  services, 
in  the  case  of  a  new  corporation,  on  the  theory  that  nobody  can  tell 
what  such  securities  may  prove  to  be  worth,  it  being  more  desirable 
that  pr(Mnotion  fees  be  paid  in  terms  of  understandable  value.  R.- 
Rumford  Falls  &  B.  Street  R.  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  898. 
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c.  B^termemU  and  eirtieiislOfM. 

29.  An  issue  of  stock  to  provide  for  future  betterments  was  author- 
ized upon  condition  that  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  should  be  expended 
only  under  supplemental  orders.  Re  River  Bend  Gaa  &  Water  Co. 
(Cal.)    P.U.R.1917C,  827. 

30.  The  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  treasury  capital  stock  may  be  used 
for  the  payment  of  a  dividend  declared  out  of  surplus  where  an  equal 
amount  of  cash  derived  from  surplus  earnings  has  been  invested  in  ad- 

.  ditions  to  plant  and  equipment;  since  under  such  circumstances  it  will 
t  result  in  capitalizing,  through  an  issue  of  stock,  expenditures  for  ex- 
tensions made  out  of  earnings,  which  is  a  proper  purpose  for  which 
stock  may  be  issued.    Re  New  Jersey  Water  Service  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.UJR. 
1917D,  944. 

31.  A  consolidated  utility  was  authorized  to  sell  its  treasury  stock 
and  use  the  proceeds  for  the  payment  of  construction  work,  on  condition 
that  proceeds  from  a  like  amount  of  bonds  previously  authorized  for 
refunding  construction  expenditures  since  the  consolidation  be  used  for 
the  liquidation  of  floating  indebtedness  incurred  for  construction  work 
prior  to  the  consolidation.  Re  Xew  Jersey  Water  Service  Co.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  944. 

d.  Replacements. 

32.  Chapter  671  of  the  Massachusetts  Acts  of  1914  permits  evi- 
dence of  indebtedness  running  for  periods  of  more  than  twelve  months 
to  be  issued  for  the  purpose  of  paying  for  renewals  which  are  ordinarily 
regarded  as  part  of  the  expense  of  operation,  this  privilege,  however, 
to  be  exercised  only  at  the  discretion  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion when  found  to  be  "consistent  with  the  public  interests.''  Re  Bay 
SUte  Street  R.  Co.   (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  494. 

:]3.  The  issuance  of  serial  6  per  cent  coupon  notes  to  the  amount  of 
$2,500,000  to  mature  and  be  paid  in  series  within  a  period  of  seven 
'years,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  for  replacements  or  reconstruction,  is 
consistent  with  the  public  interest,  within  the  meaning  of  a  statute 
(chapter  671  of  the  Massachusetts  Acts  of  1914)  permitting  the  issuance 
of  securities  for  such  purpose,  where  the  (Commission  has  found  that 
the  property  of  a  street  railway  company  is  about  71  per  cent  below  the 
staniard  of  Hrst-class  operating  conditions,  and  that  an  expenditure  of 
approximately  $2,600,000  will  be  required  to  restore  it  to  such  condi- 
tion, and  where  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance,  both  to  the  company 
and  to  the  public,  that  the  work  of  rehabilitation  should  proceed  with 
expedition,  and  that  it  should  be  facilitated  and  encouraged  in  every 
legitin^.ate  way.    Re  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  889. 

e.  Beimhursement  of  treasury. 

34.  Upon  the  question  whether  securities  should  be  authorized  .to 
reitribuTse  a  public  utifity  for  expenditures  out  of  income  on  the  capi* 
tal  account,  an  inquiry  as  to  the  corporate  powers  of  an  agent,  through 
which  the  expenditures  or  purchases  were  made,  is  immaterial.  Re 
New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (Mich.)    P.U.R.lOnC,   1. 
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35.  An  Issue  of  vUtk  is  reksonably  neoesMury  for  the  funding  of  the 
eost  of  additions  and  improvements  in  so  far  as  their  cost  has  been 
met  from  borrowed  funds,  but  not  in  8o  far  as  it  has  been  met  out  of 
surplus  accumulations,  where,  although  the  company  has  not  paid  any 
dividends  recently,  it  holds  notes  and  accounts  receivable  sufficient  to 
pay  the  dividend  of  nearly  80  per  cent  of  the  outstanding  stock,  al- 
though it  has  been  in  existence  only  ten  years.  Re  Highland  Teleph. 
Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  853. 

36.  A  public  utility  may  issue  notes  to  pay  a  dividend  to  stock- 
holders as  against  income  invested  in  plant  extensions  and  improve- 
ments not  included  in  the  capitalization  of  the  corporation,  under  the 
provision  of  a  statute  (N.  H.  Laws  1911,  chap.  164,  §  6  (d)  declar- 
ing that  the  paragraph  providing  that  no  public  utility  shall  declare 
or  pay  any  dividend  except  out  of  net  corporate  income  after  setting 
aside  a  depreciation  reserve  should  "not  be  construed  to  prevent  the 
payment  of  dividends  in  any  year  out  of  any  undistributed  balance  of 
such  net  corporate  income  previously  accumulated,**  since  undistributed 
corporate  income  may  very  properly  be  invested  in  extensions  and  im- 
provements of  the  plant.  Re  Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Co.  (N.  H.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  804. 

/•  Refunding  of  obligations. 

37.  Only  obligations  incurred  on  the  capital  account,  as  distinct 
from  the  operating  account,  can  be  discharged  by  the  issuance  of  new 
securities  under  §  55  of  the  New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 
Re  Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917D,  807. 

38.  The  proof  that  obligations  were  actual  and  incurred  for  capital 
purposes  so  as  to  entitle  thom  to  be  refunded  under  the  Xew  York  Pub- 
lic Service  Commissions  Law  must  be  by  evidence  beyond  th'»  mere  al- 
legations of  the  petition.  Re  Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  807. 

VII.  Amount, 

a.  In  general. 

Capitalization  of  earnings  in  fixing  value  for  security  isaue  purposes, 
see  Valuation,  53,  54. 

Annotation  on  amount  of  security  issues,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  482. 

39.  The  price  fixed  by  the  parties  for  the  proposed  transfer  of  prop- 
erty to  a  utility  throws  no  light  upon  the  value  for  security  issuance 
purposes,  where  the  owners  of  the  stock  of  the  vendor  control  the 
directory  of  the  vendee;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  at  the  time  of  the 
application  the  vendee's  stock  is  owned  entirely  by  another  corpora- 
tion.   Re  Berwick  &  S.  Falls  Electric  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1066. 

40.  A  liberal  amount  of  securities  may  be  authorized  to  construct  an 
interurban  railroad,  where  it  ia  more  important  to  the  public  that  the 
road  be  completed  than  that  an  absolutely  correct  issuance  be  deter- 
mined, and  where  sale  of  the  securities  to  the  general  public  is  pro- 
hibited until  the  actual  cost  of  the  road  is  known  and  publi^ed,  and 
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ike  capitalisation  is  not  a  controUing  factor  in  fixing  n^aa.    R4  Omaha 
L.  A  B.  R.  Co.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917A;  907. 

41.  A  public  utility  waa  authorized  to  double  its  capital  stock  in 
order  to  have  the  capitalization  UKMre  nearly  equal  to  the  fair  ralue 
of  the  plant,  and  to  use  the  proceeds  to  satisfy  outstanding  bonds  and 
notes,  part  of  which  represented  a  dividend  of  59.6  per  cent  issued  to 
stockholders  for  plant  investments  paid  out  of  income.  Re  Bethlehem 
Electric  Light  Co.   (N.  H.)   P.U.R.1917C,  804. 

42.  Tlie  Maine  Commission  will  not  authorize  an  issue  of  securi- 
ties, in  ^e  amount  asked  for,  in  consummation  of  a  transfer  of  prop- 

'  erty,  although  justified  by  its  value,  where  it  appears  that  the  officers 
of  the  vendee  first  organized  another  corporation  to  take  title  to  the 
property,  in  order  afterwards  to  transfer  it  to  the  vendee  at  a  profit. 
Re  Berwick  &  S.  Falls  Electric  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1065. 

h.  JProportion  of  stock  to  "bonds. 

Annotation  upon  relative  amount  of  stock  and  bonds,  P.U.R.1917E, 
p.  608;  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  608. 

43.  The  relative  proportion  of  stock  of  a  public  utility  to  its  bonds 
should  not  be  less  than  one  to  two.  Re  Rumford  Falls  &  B.  Street  R. 
Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917B,  898. 

44.  Section  2981  of  Missouri  Rev.  Stat,  of  1909,  limiting  the  bonded 
indebtedness  of  any  corporation  to  the  amount  of  its  authorized  capital, 
is  not  repealed  by  implication,  so  far  as  an  electric  light  and  power 
company  is  concerned,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  giving 
supervisory  power  and  autlfority  to  the  Commission  over  the  issuance 
of  securities  by  the  utility,  in  view  of  the  declaration  of  §  139  of  the 
Commission  Law«  that  the  act  is  ''not  intended  to  repeal  any  law  now 
in  force,  unless  in  direct  conflict  therewith,  but  is  intended  to  be  sup- 
plemental to  such  laws;"  and  therefore  the  utility  should  increase  its 
stock  to  the  amount  of  bonds  it  has  been  authorized  to  issue.  Re  E^n- 
sas  City  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C,  17. 

c.  On  reorganization. 

45.  Upon  reorganization  of  an  insolvent  utility,  the  reduction  of 
bonded  debts  and  fixed  charges  of  the  company  is  beneficial  to  investors 
and  to  the  public.    Re  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917D,  749. 

46.  The  Kansas  Commission  approved  the  issuance  of  securities 
to  carry  out  a  railroad  reorganisation  plan,  although  the  capitalization 
was  excessive,  where  the  plan  had  received  the  approval  of  a  sister 
state  under  the  laws  of  which  the  company  was  organized,  and  the 
securities  of  the  new  company  were  a  safer  investment  than  were  those 
of  the  old.    Re  St.  Louis  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917A,  237. 

47.  The  Michigan  Railroad  Commission  will  not  withhold  approval 
of  a  plan  of  reorganization  of  a  railroad  company  merely  because  it 
provides  for  the  issuance  of  securities  in  •xoess  of  the  estimated  cost 
of  reproduction  of  the  property,  less  depreciation,  as  determined  by 
a  previous  valuation  under  the  direction  of  the  Commission;  nor  will 
it  await  the  receipt  of  similar  estimates  of  value  in  preparation  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  (Commission,  since  such  estimates  are  not  a  posi- 
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tive  and  detenuiiiiiig  factor  on  the  question  of  just  capitalicatiaii.    B# 
Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1017B,  656. 

48.  A  phm  for  the  reorganization  of  a  railroad  company  was  tenta- 
tively approved y  although  it  involved  the  issuaooe  of  securities  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  the  probable  physical  value  of  the  property,  it 
appearing  that  the  public  interest  would  be  promoted  thereby.  Ra 
Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)   P.U.R.1917B,  «56. 

d.  On  consoUdatUnu 

49.  The  Illinois  Commission  need  not  determine  the  value  of  the 
property  of  constituent  companies  in  authorizing  a  stock  issue  by  the 
consolidated  company  to  effect  the  consolidation,  'where  the  proposed 
capitalization  does  not  exceed  the  sum  of  the  par  value  of  the  stock 
of  the  constituent  companies,  under  the  provision  of  §  22  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Act  prohibiting  a  capitalization  in  exooss  of  such  sum;  but 
the  Commission  may  require  that  the  stock  certificates  recite  that  the 
authorization  shall  not  be  taken  as  a  finding  of  value,  although  §  26 
of  the  act  declares  that  no  such  implication  shall  result  from  the 
approval.     Re  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917A,  816. 

50.  The  mere  fact  that  stock  of  the  consolidated  company  would  be 
less  than  the  outstanding  stock  of  the  separate  companies  is  not  con- 
trolling on  the  question  of  whether  authority  should  be  granted  to  issue 
securities  in  furtherance  thereof;  since  a  large  part  of  the  stock  of  the 
individual  companies  might  represent  mere  franchise  value,  the  capital^ 
ization  of  which  the  Commission  is  forbidden  to  authorize.  Re  Rich- 
mond Light  &  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917D,  807. 

51.  In 'passing  upon  the  amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  by  a  con- 
solidated telephone  company,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  net 
revenues  which  can  reasonably  be  expected  from  rates  which  are  normal 
under  a  single  telephone  system  not  having  the  duplications  which  exist 
in  the  properties  of  the  combined  systems.  Re  Santa  Barbara  Teleph. 
Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  768. 

52.  A  consolidated  utility  should  not  be  permitted  to  issue  securities 
against  the  entire  structural  value  of  the  combined  properties  of  the 
former  competing  companies,  without  reference  to  existing  duplication 
of  facilities,  since  losses  arising  from  the  duplication  of  facilities  should 
be  borne  by  the  utilities  which  created  the  duplication,  and  not  by  the 
public    Re  Santa  Barbara  Telei*.  Co.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  768. 

53.  Upon  the  question  of  the  amount  of  securities  to  be  authorirsd 
upon  the  consolidation  of  two  competing  utilities,  the  fact  that  one  of 
the  companies,  in  consideration  for  the  transfer  of  its  property  to  the 
consolidated  company,  is  receiving  too  large  a  share  on  the  securities 
of  the  latter  company,  is  immaterial,  it  being  the  duty  of  the  (Commis- 
sion to  determine  merely  whether  the  amount  of  securities  to  be  issued 
by  the  consolidated  company  is  based  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  prop- 
erty.   Re  Southern  California  Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  989. 

54.  A  plan  of  consolidation  may  be  approved  although  the  capitali- 
zation in  relation  to  value  is  not  such  as  would  be  sanctioned  by  the 
Commission  if  it  were  considering  a  new  utility  organization;  it  ap- 
pearing that  as  a  result  of  the  consolidation  the  capitalization  is  con- 
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eiderably  cut  down,  a  large  saviiig  is  made  in  operating  «ip«tttM»  and 
greater  efficiency  is  brought  about.  Re  Souttan  CaUfomia  Edison  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.IL1917E,  710.  • 

riMI^  StOe^  pHeB. 

55.  Stock  was  authorijsed  to  be  sold  at  a  discount  of  only  10  per 
cent  of  par,  rather  than  at  a  discount  of  25  per  cent»  although  the 
utility  was  in  the  development  stage.  Re  River  Bend  Gas  k  Water  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.UJa.l017C,  827. 

8EEPAGIL 

Power  of  Conunission  to  impose  charge  on  nonpatron  landowners 
within  irrigation  district  for  seepage  of  water  from  canals,  see 
Rates,  33. 

■EGREOATIOK. 

See  AFPOBTiONUEsrs. 

8EIXER. 

Charter  obligation  of  seller  with  respect  to  rates  for  service  as 
affecting  rights  of  purchaser,  see  Consoudation,  Meegib,  and 
Sale,  1. 

SENATE. 

Failure  of  presiding  officer  to  sign  bill  as  affecting  validity  of  stat- 
ute, see  Statutes,  i. 

SEPARATION  OF  GRADES. 

See  CBOSsmos. 

SERVICE. 

1.  Jurisdiction^  powers,  and  duties  of  Commissions,  1—55. 

a.  In  general,  l'~6. 

b.  Over  extensian  of  service,  7^16. 

0.  Over  abandonment  of  service,  17-^2a. 

1,  In  general,  17^21, 

2,  Power  to  permit  ahandfmment,  22^27, 

S.  Necessity   of  securing  approval  of  Commission, 

28'-80. 
4,  Power  to  compel  restoration  of  service,  31— 32a, 

d.  Over  meters  and  service  connections,  33, 

e.  Over  physical  connection  of  telephones,  34, 

/,  Over  physical  connection  of  railroads,  3S—37, 

g.  Over  physical  oonHection  Ipetween  electric  and  stean^ 

railroad,  3S. 
%,  Over  dispute  as  to  amount  of  service  rendered,  89, 

40. 

1.  Over  service  of  particular  utility,  4M^S5* 

1,  Express,  41, 
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L  i — ctmimued. 

2.  BaUroadB,  42-^0. 

(a)  In  generdlf  42,  4:3. 

(b)  Sleeping  car  service,  44,  45. 

(c)  StaUen  faeOUies,  4e~-4S. 

(d)  Stockyard  facilities,  49. 

(e)  Sidetracks,  50. 

8.  Street  railways,  S1S4. 
4.  Telephones,  55. 
//.  Extension  of  service,  56-~76, 
a.  In  general,  56-6d. 
h.  Utility  having  monopoly,  64,   65, 

c.  Extension  hy  municipal  plant,   66.  \ 

d.  Duty  as  affected  hy  prospective  return,  67^73. 

e.  Consumers'  guaranty  of  return  from  extension,  74, 

75. 
/.  Consumer  to  fu:*nish  part  of  equipment,  76, 
III,  Abandonment  and  discontinuance,  77^99, 

a.  In  general,  77^83, 

b.  Effect  of  statute  on  dissolution  of  corporations,  84> 
e.  Reasons  for  abandoning  service,  85^94, 

X.  Necessity  for  continuance,  85,  86. 

2,  Failure  of  natural  gas  supply,  87,  SSd 

C.  Operation  at  a  loss,  89—94, 

d.  Notice,  95-98. 

e.  Liability  for  discontinuance,  99. 
IV,  Contracts  for  service,  100—104, 

V,  Conditions  precedent  to  service,  105,  106, 
VI.  Meters,   instruments,   and  other  service   accessories  and 
connections,  107—142, 

a.  In  general,  107—109, 

b,  Oumership  and  control,  110—120, 
o,  Purchase  of  consumers*  equipment,  121,  122. 

d.  Installcttion  of  meters,  1C3,  124, 

e.  Location  of  meters,  125,  126. 

f.  Standards  for  meters  and  tests,  127—129. 

g.  Cost  of  maintenance,  130^132. 
h.  Consum>ers*  deposits,  133-^136, 
i.  Fees,  137-140. 
j.  Charge  for  lamps  or  other  accessorios,  141,  142, 

VII.  Discrimination. 
Tin.  Service  by  particular  utilities,  143-309. 

a.  Electricity,  143-157. 

1,  In  general,  143—146. 

2,  Safety  of  equipment,  147,  148. 

3,  Hours  of  service,   149—152. 

4,  Lamps,  153,  154, 

5,  Change  from  direct  to  alternating  current,  155^ 
157. 

b.  Express,  158—162, 
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Vin.  — continued. 

c.  Oas,   leSf  104. 

d.  Interurhan  railways^  165^17 8* 

1.  In  generml,  16S^160. 

2.  Carriage  of  freight  and  baggage,  170,  171. 

3.  RuBh^htmr  service,  172. 

4.  Car  equipment,  178. 

e.  Irrigation  companime,  174—177, 
/.  yatural  gas,  178. 

g.  Railroads,  179-227. 

1,  In  genermt,  179^184. 

2.  Abandonment  of  service,  188^190. 
8.  Station  fmeiHties,  191-19S. 

(a)  In  general,  19^-^198. 

(h)  Maintenance  of  teHegraph  service,  197. 

(c)   Maintenance  of  telephone  service,  198. 
4.  Carriage  stand  and  baggage  transfer,  199. 
a.  Sites  for  grain  bins  and  elevators,  200. 
0.  Passenger  train  service,  201'~209a, 

(a)  In  general,  201'-206. 

(b)  Stoppage  of  interstate  trains,  206,  207. 

(c)  Sleeping  cars,  208— 209a. 

7.  Freight  cars,  210-227, 

(a)  In  general,  210-214. 

(b)  Spotting  cars,  216,  210. 

8.  Sidetracks,  217-222. 

9.  Physical  connection,  223^227. 
h.  Street  railways,  228—260. 

1,  In  general,  228-234, 

2,  CartHage  of  freight,  baggage,  and  express,  288- 

237. 

3,  Car  equipment,  238—240, 

4,  Seating  capacity;  numher  of  cars,  241-^46. 
6,   Rush'hour  service,  240—248. 

0.  Sanitation  of  cars,  249,  260. 
i.  Telegraphs,  261. 

i.  Telephones,  262—280, 

1.  In  general,  262-260. 

2.  Standards,  267. 

*  8.  Exchange  areas  or  zones,  268—204. 

4.  Party  line,  206-207, 

6,  Numbers  and  prefixes,  208—270. 

0,  Telephone  at  post  office,  271, 

7.  Physical  connections,  272—280. 
U.  Water,  287-309. 

1,  In  general,  28^-289, 

2,  Purity,  200-292, 

3,  Pressure,  293,  294. 

4,  Mains  and  pipes,  296-301. 
6,  Fire  protection,  302—304. 
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Vm.  k—oantinued, 

6.  Furnishing   surplus   watm*  far  knigaUon,   SOS, 

306. 

7.  Notice  of  intention  to  cut  aff  supply,  a07— 3^9. 

Dismissal  of  service  complaint  by  Ohio  Commission  where  receiyer  is 
amenable  to  court,  see  Commissions,  46. 

Advantage  of  consolidation  of  telephones  over  interchange  of  service, 
see  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  and  Sale,  10. 

Poor  service  from  monopoly  or  lack  of  competition  as  ground  for  deny- 
ing authority  to  consolidate,  see  OoNaoLiDAmoN,  MsftocB,  and  Sale, 
16-18. 

Validity  of  order  as  to  service  in  proceedings  to  which  utility  is  not  a 
party,  see  Constitutional  Law,  4. 

Discrimination  in  service,  see  DlscsiMiKATiON,  II. 

Inadequacy  of  adsting  service  as  not  justifying  entrance  into  occupied 
territory  without  consent  of  Commission,  see  Monopoi.t  and  Com- 
PKnnoN,  14,  15. 

Increased  demand  for  service  as  warranting  admission  of  competition, 
see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  19,  20. 

Service  of  existing  utility  as  affecting  invasion  of  ooeupied  territory,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  25-38. 

Statute  authorizing  city  to  contract  for  water  for  public  uses  as  au- 
thorizing right  to  contract  for  domestic  uses,  see  Municipalitibs, 
2. 

Effect  of  recogniti<m  of  agreement  between  utilities  relative  to  service 
in  disputed  territory  upon  right  of  Commission  to  order  service  in 
such  territory,  see  Obdebs,  4. 

Payment  iqt,  see  Payment. 

Sufficioicy  of  complaint  against  senrioe  without  showing  special  dam- 
ages, see  Pleading,  1. 

Approval  of  contract  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  between 
two  utilities  as  affecting  power  to  regulate  rates  and  service,  see 
Rates,  10. 

Inadequate  service  as  affecting  right  to  increase  rates>  see  Ratbb,  94. 

Character  of  service  previously  given  by  utility,  as  factor  to  be  con- 
sidered in  fixing  return,  see  Rctxtbn,  50-52. 

District  of  Columbia  statute  as  imposing  on  utility  common-law  duty 
to  render  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates,  see  Sebvioe,  2. 

Cost  of  selling  service  as  part  of  cost  of  establishing  business,  see 
Valuation,  382,  383. 

/.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  ComnUssicns. 

a.  In  general. 

Permi3sion  to  exercise  municipal  franchiBC  assuming  to  regulate  serrice 
not  a  waiver  of  Commission's  power  of  regulation,  see  Certificate 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  1. 
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Power  of  CSommiMioii  to  authoriBe  utility  to  remove  its  mains  from  the 

streets  npon  aathorizing  abandomneiit  of  service,  see  GoioaasiONS, 

37. 
Jurisdiction  of  Oklahoma  Commission  to  dictate  identity  of  employees 

of  railway  company,  see  ComnssiONS,  42a. 
Over  interstate  service,  see  Iivhsrstatb  Coiocebce,  9-21. 
Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  agreement  between  utilities  relative  to 

furnishing  service  in  particular  territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Com- 

FETinON,   8. 
Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  municipal  plant,  oper- 
ating in  competition  with  public  utility,  see  Monopoly  and  Com- 
petition, 12. 

1.  It  is  not  the  policy  oi  the  Oklahoma  Commission  to  issue  specific 
orders  with  reference  to  service,  where  l^e  enforcement  of  general  or- 
ders already  in  effect  will  automatically  eliminate  the  basis  for  com- 
plaint.  Trimble  v.  Wichite  Falls  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
877. 

2.  Paragraph  2  of  the  Public  Utilities  Law  imposes  upon  utilities 
in  the  IHstrict  of  Columbia  in  direct  terms,  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
people,  the  common-law  duty  which  they  owe,  as  pursuing  a  calling  im- 
pressed with  a  public  interest,  to  furnish  reasonable  service  at  reason- 
able rates.    Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  0.)  P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

3.  The  OkliUioma  Commission  is  without  authority  to  require  any 
utility  to  render  service  without  a  proper  return,  solely  because  of  its 
implied  obligation  to  furnish  service.  Re  Grand  River  Gas  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1032. 

4.  The  Illinois  Commission  may  make  an  order  regulating  the  serv- 
ice of  a  street  railway  company  in  a  city  notwithstanding  §  4  of  article 
11  of  the  state  Constitution,  forbidding  the  granting  of  legislative  fran- 
chises without  the  consent  of  the  local  authorities.  Chicago  v.  O'Con- 
neU  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  730  (S.  C.  278  111.  691,  116  N.  E.  210). 

6.  The  California  Railroad  Commission  is  not  deprived  of  its  juris- 
diction over  the  service  of  a  public  utility  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
the  company  in  good  faith  disputes  the  right  of  a  complainant  to  re- 
quire service,  and  thv^by  raises  a  judicial  question.  Palermo  Land  & 
Water  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  447  (8.  G.  173 
Cal.  380,  160  Pao.  228). 

6.  The  South  Dakota  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioiiers  has  juris- 
diction to  compel  a  railroad  company  to  complete  the  construction  of 
its  road  between  the  points  designated  in  its  articles  of  incorporation, 
by  virtue  of  its  authority  to  require  railroads  to  comply  with  the  terms 
of  tiieir  charters  and  the  laws  of  the  state^  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  O.  v. 
Dougherty  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,  617  (S.  C.  —  S.  D.  — ,  163  N.  W.  715). 

h.  Over  eostenaion  of  Bervice, 

Afr'to  ezfiension  of  service  generally,  tee  infra,  60-76. 
Power  of  Commission  to  prevent  utility  from  making  unremunerative 
extensions,  see  Monopco^y  and  Competition,  13. 
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Power  of  California  CommisBioii  to  award  oompensation  for  better-' 
mentB  and  extensions  made  after  fixing  of  value  for  ntunioipal 
acquisition,  see  Municipal  Plant,  2. 

7.  An  electric  company  cannot,  without  the  consent  of  the  Com- 
mission, extend  operations  into  an  adjacent  municipality  in  which  it 
has  no  franchise,  even  if  it  may  do  so  without  occupying  the  public 
highway.  Colliers  Light,  H.  A  P.  Co.  v.  Oneonta  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  895. 

8.  The  Connecticut  Commission,  under  chapter  128  of  the  Public 
Acts  of  1911,  as  amended  by  chapter  225  of  the  Public  Acts  of  1913, 
has  jurisdiction  of  a  petition  for  extension  of  service  to  a  portion  of 
territory  whidi  a  public  utility  is  authorized  by  its  charter  to  serve, 
although  it  has  never  undertaken  to  furnish  service  or  exercise  its  fran- 
chise therein.  New  Britain  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Root  (Conn.)  P.UJ1.1917C, 
102  (S.  C.  91  Conn.  134,  99  Atl.  669). 

9.  Under  §  36  of  the  California  Public  Utilities  Act,  enSpowering 
the  Commission  to  order  ''additions,  extensions,  repairs,  or  improve- 
ments to,  or  changes  in,"  the  plants  or  facilities  of  any  public  utility, 
the  Commission  cannot  require  a  railroad  company  to  extend  its  line, 
or  to  build  a  new  line,  so  as  to  connect  with  its  existing  line  points 
that  have  not  theretofore  been  connected  and  which  the  company  has 
not  undertaken  so  to  connect.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad 
Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917B,  336  (S.  C.  173  Cal.  577,  160  Pac  828). 

10.  A  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  power  to  order  a  street 
railway  company  to  apply  to  the  municipal  authorities  for  franchises 
to  operate  a  street  railway  or  extensions  thereof  in  the  streets  of  the 
municipality,  where  the  state  Constitution  prohibits  the  general  as- 
sembly from  passing  any  law  granting  the  right  to  construct  and  op- 
erate a  street  railway  within  any  city  or  on  any  public  highway,  with- 
out first  acquiring  the  consent  of  the  local  authorities  having  control 
of  the  street  or  highway.  State  ex  rel.  United  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917b,  752  (S.  C.  270  Mo.  429,  192  S.  W. 
958). 

11.  A  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  power  to  ord^r  a  street  rail- 
way company  to  apply  to  the  local  authorities  for  franchises  for  exten- 
sions of  its  road  under  a  statute  (Mo.  Public  Service  Act,  §  49,  Laws 
1913,  p.  588)  authorising  the  Commission  to  require  a  street  railroad 
"to  construct  additional  tracks,  and  make  such  changes,  improvements, 
and  additions  as  may  promote  the  security  and  convenience  of  the  pub- 
lic, and  secure  adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers,"  for  the  reason  that  the  statute  is  not  sufficiently  definite 
and  explicit  to  warrant  such  an  order.  State  ex  rel.  United  R.  Co.  v. 
Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  762  (S,  C.  270  Mo.  429, 
192  S.  W.  958). 

12.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  no  power  to  authorize  the 
extension  of  a  street  railway,  under  the  general  provisions  of  a  charter 
permitting  extensions  within  the  ward  in  which  the  proposed  extension 
would  be  located,  where  the  charter  requires  that  the  company  shall  first 
present  a  plan  and  statement  of  the  routes  to  the  councils  of  the  city, 
and  provides  for  their  consent,  and  this  requisite  has  not  been  eom- 
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plied  witlu     Allied  Associations  t.   Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit   Go. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  945. 

13.  Power  is  not  conferred  upon  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  to 
order  the  extension  of  a  street  railway  regardless  of  the  specific  limita- 
tions of  its  charter  and  the  lack  of  consent  of  the  local  authorities,  by 
the  provision  of  a  statute  giving  the  Commission  authority  to  require 
public  service  corporations  to  make  all  extensions  reasonably  necessary 
for  the  safety,  accommodation,  convenience,  and  service  of  their  patrons, 
employees,  and  the  public.  Allied  Associations  v.  Philadelphia  Rapid 
Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  945. 

14.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  has  power  to  order  extension  of  tele- 
phone service  on  a  rental  basis  by  a  company  which  operates  on  a  mu- 
tual or  co-operative  plan.  Re  North  Lincoln  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  609. 

15.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  cannot  order  an  extension  of  water 
mains  for  fire  protection  to  one  outside  the  fire-protection  limits  of  a 
city,  where  the  utility's  franchise  provides  for  extensions  when  ordered 
by  the  city,  and  the  city  will  not  grant  a  petition  for  the  same.  Booth- 
Schumaker  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  k  P.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  768. 

16.  A  contract  cannot  be  entered  in€o  in  California  between  an  elec- 
tric utility  and  a  patron,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  an  extension  of 
service  hi  incorporated  territory,  without  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mission.   Re  San  Joaquin  Light  A  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

c.  Over  ahandonment  «/  service. 

1,  In  general. 

As  to  abandonment  or  discontinuance  of  service  generally,  tee  infra, 

77-99. 
Power  of  Missouri  Commbsion  to  award  damages  for  discontinuance  of 

service,  see  Damaocb,  8. 

17.  The  Colorado  Commission  will  not,  on  complaint  of  a  municipal- 
ity that  the  wiring  of  a  building  is  unsafe,  order  a  public  utility  to  dis- 
continue furnishing  electric  current  thereto,  where  the  city  has  an  or- 
dinance requiring  proper  wiring,  which  it  can  enforce.  Colorado  Springs 
V.  Alta  Vista  Hotel  Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917D,  272. 

18.  A  railroad  holding  the  legal  title  to  an  abandoned  railroad 
branch  line  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Missouri  Commission 
with  reference  to  service  on  such  line,  although  the  line  had  been 
operated  only  by  a  lessee  company.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  A  Q.  I.  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  542  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  381). 

19.  An  inquiry  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  notice  of  discontinuance 
of  railroad  train  service  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  New  York 
Commission.  Re  Delaware  A  H.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  715.  (See 
also,  infra,  95-98.) 

20.  Upon  an  application  by  a  railroad  company  for  leave  to  sell  its 
entire  property  to  a  corporation  not  authorized  to  operate  a  railroad, 
the  Commission  may  pass  upon  the  question  whether  the  railroad  com- 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 26. 
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pany  should  be  permitted  to  cease  rendering  public  service  because 
operation  is  at  a  loss.    Re  Fairview  Transp.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  44. 

21.  The  Virginia  Corporation  Commission  is  not  required  to  ap- 
proYe,  as  a  ministerial  act,  an  application  for  the  dissolution  of  a  rail- 
road corporation  which  has  complied  with  §  30  of  chapter  5  of  the  Vir- 
ginia Act  concerning  the  dissolution  of  corporations,  upon  approval  of 
stockholders  especially  where  the  corporation  is  in  the  hands  of  a  re- 
ceiver.   Re  Tidewater  ft  W.  R.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  798. 

2.  Power  to  permit  abandonment. 

22.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  jiu'isdiction  to  entertain  an  ap- 
plication by  a  natural  gas  company  for  permission  to  abandon  its 
plant.    Re  Grand  River  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1032. 

23.  Under  a  statute  (§1,  art.  4,  of  the  Act  creating  a  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  of  Utah)  vesting  the  Conmiission  with  power  to  su- 
pervise and  regulate  public  utilities  and  their  business,  the  Commission 
has  jurisdiction  to  determine  whether  a  railroad  company  should  be  au- 
thorized to  dismantle  or  discontinue  its  road.  Re  Emigration  Canyon 
R.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  464. 

24.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  no  power  to  authorize  a  railroad 
to  abandon  a  branch  line  and  to  remove  its  property  on  the  ground 
that  operation  would  be  at  a  loss,  where  the  owner  has  never  attempted 
to  operate  the  line  and  has  failed  to  show  by  satisfactory  evidence  that 
the  operating  cost  would  be  out  of  proportion  to  the  public  benefit  to 
be  derived  therefrom.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  t  G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  542  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  381). 

25.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  power  to  approve  a  lease  of  a 
railroad  to  a  corporation  not  authorized  to  operate  a  railroad.  Re  Fair- 
view  Transp.  Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917E,  44. 

26.  The  Idaho  Commission  has  authority  to  permit  the  discontinu- 
ance of  four-party  telephone  service  under  §§  S3  and  34  of  Public  Utili- 
ties Act  (Idiaho  Laws  1913,  p.  269),  authorizing  the  Commission  to 
prescribe  rules  and  regulations  for  the  performance  of  any  service  or 
the  furnishing  of  any  commodity  supplied  by  a  public  utility.  Obut 
D'Alene  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917B,  348  (S. 
C.  —  Idaho,  — ,  160  Pac.  751). 

27.  The  Nevada  Conmiission  has  no  power  to  authorize  a  water  util- 
ity to  discontinue  furnishing  water  for  domestic  purposes,  where  the 
water  supply  has  been  appropriated  for  the  domestic  uses  of  the  com- 
munity; since  the  residents  of  the  community  have  acquired  a  vested 
right  in  the  water  by  such  appropriation  to  the  extent  of  their  needs. 
Re  Ruby  Hill  Water  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  884. 

3*  Necessity  of  securing  approval  of  Commrission. 

28.  A  public  utility  operating  in  Colorado  must  first  obtain  consent 
of  the  Commission  before  discontinuing  public  service  and  dismantling 
its  properties.    Re  Denver,  L.  &  X.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  744. 

20.  Where  a  franchise  previously  granted  by  a  city  to  a  public  util- 
ity for  the  use  of  the  streets,  alleys,  and  public  grounds  on  which  to 
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erect  ui.eleetrio  lighting  plant  for  the  distribution  of  electric  light  and 
power,  has  expired,  and  the  city  is  taking  steps  to  cause  the  removal 
of  the  poles  and  wires  which  had  been  placed  there  by  the  public  utility, 
the  consent  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commiseion  for  such  removal,  or  for 
the  discontinuance  of  the  service  which  is  no  longer  authorized  under 
the  franchise,  it  not  required  by  law.  WiUkmi  v*  Weber,  P.U.R.1917F, 
667  (S.  C.  —  Kan.  — ,  166  Pac.  512) . 

30.  A  railroad  corporation  cannot,  under  the  laws  of  Virginia,  aban- 
don its  service  without  notice  to  the  public  and  an  application  to  the 
Corporation  Commission.  Re  Tidewater  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  798. 

4.  Power  to  compel  restoration  of  service. 

31.  It  is  questionable  whether  the  New  Tork  Commission  has  power 
to  (Mrder  the  restoration  of  railroad  train  service,  discontinued  on  in- 
adequate notice  to  the  public,  without  proceeding  to  take  testimony 
concerning  the  operation  of  such  trains.  Re  Delaware  k  H.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.UJL1917A,  715. 

32.  The  Missouri  Commission  has  power  to  compel  the  owner  of  an 
abandoned  railroad  branch  line  to  restore  service  in  the  absence  of  sat- 
isfactory evidence  that  its  operation  would  result  in  losses  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  hamper  it  in  maintaining  adequate  service  on  tiie  remain- 
ing part  of  its  system.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  9o  Q.  I.  R.  Ca  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  531  (S.  C.  98  ILan.  812,  160  Pac.  316). 

32a.  An  application  to  the  Coimmission  and  not  mandamus  is  the 
proper  remedy  of  a  city  to  compel  the  restoration  of  street  lighting 
service  discontinued  without  the  permission  of  the  Commission  al- 
though such  service  had  been  discontinued  because  of  a  dispute  between 
the  producing  company  and  the  distributing  company  as  to  the  duty 
to  repair  the  service  pipe.  Scammon  v.  AmeHoan  Gas  Co.  (Kan.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  581  (S.  C.  98  Kan.  812,  160  Pac.  316). 

d.  Over  metere  tmd  eerviee  eonnecHone. 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  between  utility  and  patrons 
with  reference  to  service  connections,  see  Constitutional  Law,  59. 

38.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  can  require  the  installation  of  nat- 
ural gas  meters  under  statutory  authority  (Laws  of  1^13,  chap.  93, 
g§  2,  3)  to  tx  rates,  to  prescribe  rules  and  regulations,  and  to  use 
power  necessary  to  perform  enumerated  or  indicated  powers,  and,  where 
the  gas  is  t>btained  by  a  lease  of  the  land  of  Indians,  under  a  regulation 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  that  the  gas  shall  be  metered  and  sold 
at  meter  rates.    Re  Pawhuska  Oil  k  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

e.  Over  physical  connection  of  telephones* 

84.  The  Michigan  Commission,  under  Act  206  of  the  Public  Acts  of 
1913,  has  authority,  if  other  necessary  conditions  exist,  to  order  a 
physical  connection  of  telephone  lines  whenever  and  wherever  those 
lines  **by  such  connection  can  be  made  to  form  continuous  lines  of  corn- 
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munioation,"  whether  the  communication  is  between  different  towns  or 
between  subscriberB  to  different  telephones  in  the  same  town.  Michigan 
State  Teleph.  Co.  t.  Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917G, 
355  (S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  161  N.  W.  240). 

/.  Over  phifBical  connection  of  railroada. 

35.  That  the  Railroad  Commissioners  have  no  power  to  exercise  the 
right  of  eminent  domain  to  condemn  property  for  a  right  of  way  for  a 
connecting  track  between  railroads  does  not  prevent  them  from  directing 
the  railroads,  having  such  power,  to  construct  and  maintain  such  a 
track.  Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  A  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (8.  D.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  983. 

36.  The  distance  between  two  railroads  at  a  place  where  physical 
connection  is  desired  is  not  more  than  a  mile,  so  as  to  deprive  the 
South  Dakota  Commission  of  jurisdiction  to  order  it,  where  the  actual 
distance  between  the  tracks  at  their  nearest  approach  is  less  than  a 
mile,  and  it  is  feasible  to  build  a  connecting  track  less  than  a  mile  long, 
although  the  plan  desired  by  the  railroad  calls  for  a  remoter  connection 
and  requires  a  track  more  than  a  mile  in  length.  Commercial  Club  y. 
Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917B,  983. 

37.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  has  no  power  to  compel  a  rail- 
road company  to  construct  either  a  branch  road  or  a  switch  across 
private  property  to  connect  two  pieces  of  railroad  trade  owned  by  a 
shipper,  and  thus  provide  access  to  the  railroad  where  the  company 
would  be  obliged  to  acquire  the  right  of  way  by  condemnation  pro- 
ceedings.   Re  Lycoming  Edison  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  73. 

g.  Over  physical  connection  "between  electric  and  steam  railroad. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Maine  Commission  to  require  physical  con- 
nection between  steam  and  electric  railroads,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  88. 

38.  The  Maine  Ommission  cannot  require  a  steam  railroad  and  an 
electric  railway  to  make  physical  eonneetion,  in  the  absence  of  specific 
statutory  authority  other  than  to  remedy  the  situation  where  service 
is  adequate  or  cannot  be  obtained,  or  in  the  absence  of  authority  to 
establish  through  routes  and  joint  rates,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act  as  to  physical  connec- 
tions and  joint  use  of  facilities  do  not  include  such  utilities.    Public* 

•Utilities  Commission  v.  Portland  Terminal  Co.  (Me.)  P.UJL1917D,  43. 

h.  Over  dispute  as  to  amount  of  service  rendered* 

39.  The  New  Jersey  <Ik>mmi8sion  has  no  jurisdiction  over  a  dispute 
between  a  consumer  and  a  utility  as  to  the  amount  of  water  used,  since 
such  questions  must  be  settled  in  a  court  of  law.  Hirsh  v.  Plainfield- 
Union  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  38. 

40.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  a  dispute  be- 
tween a  telephone  company  and  a  subscriber  as  to  the  number  of  mee* 
sages  sent  from  his  telephone.  Fulton  v.  Chicago  Teleph.  Co.  (IlL) 
P.U.R.1917A,  627. 
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I.  Over  service  of  particular  uCilify. 

Discussion  of  power  of  CoBtmissiim  to  fix  quality  of  ga«  within 
ineorporated  munidpali^  under  certain  circumstances,  P.U.B.1917F, 
p.  720. 

1.  Express. 

As  to  service  by  express  company,  generally,  see  infra,  158-162. 

41.  A  Public  Service  Commission  would  not  be  justified  in  order- 
ing the  establishment  of  an  express  station  to  facilitate  interstate  ship- 
ments of  beer  where  the  policy  of  the  state  is  against  the  traffic  in 
intoxicants,  and  favors  prohibition.  Commercial  Club  T.  WeUa,  F.  k 
Co.  Exp.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  383. 

S.  tUiUromda. 

(a.)    In  general. 
As  to  service  by  railroad  company  generally,  see  infra,  17v>-227. 

Statement  as  to  power  of  state  to  require  adequate  railway  facili- 
ties, P.U.R.1917E,  p.  793. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  to  trans- 
port privately  owned  circus  cars  in  train  loads,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  492. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  relative  to  complaint 
against  railroad  for  discontinuance  of  ''spotting  of  cars  on  sidetrack, 
P.U.R.1917F,  p.  492. 

42.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  require  a  railroad 
to  permit  grain  bins  &nd  portable  elevators  to  remain  temporarily,  but 
not  permanently,  on  the  right  of  way  for  the  purpose  of  storage  and 
loading  of  cars.  Jordan  v.  St.  Louis  k  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  182. 

43.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  require  the  fur- 
nishing of  tank  cars  for  the  shipment  of  gasolene,  under  §  18,  article 
9,  of  the  state  Constitution,  charging;-  it  with  the  duty  of  requiring 
transportation  companies  to  establish  and  maintain  all  such  public 
service,  facilities,  and  conveniences  as  may  be  reasonable  and  just. 
Lawton  Ref.  Co.  t.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.19177, 
«90. 

(h)  Sleeping  car  service* 

44.  The  Arizona  Commission,  under  §  3  of  article  16,  of  the  Consti- 
tution, and  §§  2311  and  2313  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  has  jurisdiction 
over  a  complaint  that  Pullman  car  service  is  inadequate,  inconvenient, 
and  discriminatory.  Arizona  Corp.  Commission  v.  Arizona  Eastern  R. 
Co.    (Ariz.)   P.U.R.1917D,  705. 

45.  The  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission,  in  the  exercise  of  its 
statutory  authority  over  the  "transportation  of  persons"  by  railroad, 
including  "service  in  connection  with  or  incidental  to  the  safety,  com- 
fort, or  convenience  of  the  person  transported,"  has  jurisdiction  to  com- 
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pel  railroads  to  iurDish  sleeping  car  service.  State  ex  rel.  Missouri 
P.  R.  Co.  V.  Atkinson  (Mo.)  P.U.il.l917C,  971  (S.  C  269  Mo.  634,  192 
S.  W.  86). 

(e)  Station  facilUies. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  Commissions  pver  union  stations,  see  Cboss- 
INGS,  11. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  require  railroad  companies 
to  erect  and  operate  a  union  station,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  803. 

46.  The  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  has  power  to  deter- 
mine whether  a  depot  provided  by  railroad  oompany  is  suitable  for 
the  purpose,  and,  if  not,  to  require  the  construction  of  a  suitable  depot. 
Re  New  Depot  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917B,  413  (S.  C.  13S  Minn.  19,  159  N. 
W.  1089). 

47.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  excuse  a 
railroad  company  from  the  provisions  of  the  Wisconsin  statute  (§  1797g- 
1  and  2)  requiring  railroads  to  install  telephones  at  agency  stations 
where  telephone  service  is  available.  Rasmussen  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St. 
P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  618. 

48.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  require  the  in- 
stallation of  bulletin  boards  at  railroad  stations  at  which  no  telegraph 
office  is  maintained.  O'Brien  v.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  967. 

(d)  Stockyard  facilities. 

49.  The  Minnesota  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  require  a  rail- 
road oompany  to  provide  new  stockyards  of  sufficient  capacity  and 
proper  location,  where  the  board  of  health  has  ordered  the  present 
yards  abandoned.  Lende  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R. 
IPHA,  640. 

(e)  Sidetracka, 

Annotation  or.  power  of  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  operate 
sidetrack  on  private  property,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  802. 

50.  The  power  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  the  const I'uc- 
tion  of  switches  or  side  tracks  is  restricted  to  that  contained  in  article 
2,  §  1  (o),  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law.  Re  Lycoming  EdisoD 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  73. 

a.  street  railwaya. 

Power  of  New  York  Commission  to  relieve  street  railway  trom  fran- 
chise requiring  operation  during  winter,  see  Constitutional  Law, 
44. 

Power  to  compel  street  railway  company  to  furnish  through  service  for 
single  fare,  see  Rates,  269. 

Discussion  as  to  power  of  New  York  Commission  to  require  addi- 
tional street  railway  cars,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  326. 
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AoBotAtioA  on  power  of  ComaiiMioii  to  order  «lUi8i«i  of  street 
railway  in  home  rule  city  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  594. 

61.  The  lUinoit  Gommiseioii  has  no  power  to  regulate  th^  practice 
of  paasengera  boarding  street  cars  in  dirty  woriEing  clothing  and  with 
dirty  hands  and  faces.  State  Public  Utilities  Coiunissiott  v.  Oentralia 
Traction  Co.  (111.)  P.XJ.R.1917F,  806. 

52.  The  New  Jersey  CommlssiMi  will  exercise  its  power  to  compel 
a  street  railway  company  to  repair  street  paving  which  impairs  the 
safety  or  conveniettce  M  passengers,  indepeMtont  of  any  power  to  enforce 
a  municipal  street  paving  ordinance.  Trenton  v.  Trenton  A  H.  Co. 
Traction  Corp.  (N.  J.)  P.tJ.R.1917A,  641. 

53.  The  MaBsachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  has  no  power  to 
require  a  street  railway  to  allow  cars  of  another  company  to  he  operat- 
ed over  its  tracks  by  crews  whom  it  did  not  select,  and  who  are  not  in 
its  employ,  under  statutes  (Mass.  Acts  1911,  chap.  487,  and  Mass.  Pub- 
lic Service  Act,  Stat.  1913,  chap.  784,  §  25)  authorizing  the  Commission 
to  order  connecting  street  railway  companies  to  establish  through 
routes,  and  to  require  one  company  to  receive  and  convey  over  its  tracks 
the  cars  of  the  other  company,  and  providing  that  "a  railroad  or  rail- 
way company  shall  have  control  of  and  responsibility  for  the  manage- 
ment and  operation  of  all  trains  or  cars  v.'hile  they  are  upon  its  railroad 
or  railway  as  fully  as  if  it  owned  them.**  Martin  v.  Boston  Elev.  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)  P.U.I1.1917D,  929. 

54.  The  Massachusetts  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  lo- 
cation and  illumination  of  highway  gates  operated  and  maintained  by 
the  mimicipal  authorities  to  protect  street  railway  and  other  traffic  at 
drawbridge  openings.  Re  Ft.  Point  Channel  Accident  (Mass.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  535. 

4.  Telephones, 

55.  The  division  of  territory  into  local  exchanges  or  zones  for  the 
purpose  of  furnishing  telephone  service  should  be  left  primarily  to  the 
judgment  and  experience  of  the  utility,  to  be  modified  or  corrected  by 

-the  Commission  only  when  any  division  affects  disadvantageously  and 
unreasonably  the  service  to  the  public.  Scribner  t.  Bell  Teleph.  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  525. 

IJ,  Extension  of  service, 

a.  In  general. 

As  to  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  extension  of  service,  see  supra, 
7-16. 

Court  review  of  order  as  to,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  2,  3. 

Objection  against  petition  for  extension  of  service  not  raised  below,  see 
Appeal  awd  Review,  16. 

Review  of  order  directing  extension  of  service,  see  Appeal  ahd  Review, 
25. 

Possibility  of  Improvident  extensions  by  lessee,  as  no  ground  for  deny- 
ing authority  to  make  lease,  see  Leases,  1. 
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EztenaioBS  thAt  will  prevant  development  of  another  eftatpaftiy,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  4. 

Neoeeftity  of  certificate  or  franchise  for  extension  oyer  private  right  of 
way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California  Public  Utili- 
ties  Act,  see  MoN0POi.r  and  Competition,  18. 

Prices  to  be  used  in  fixing  cost  of  extension,  see  Valcation,  45. 

Contract  price  for  constructing  extension  as  measure  of  ralue,  see  Val- 
uation, 84. 

Overhead  expense  on  extensions,  see  Valuation,  220. 

Annotation  on  extension  of  service,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  042. 
Annotation  on  extension  of  gas  mains,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  743. 

56.  A  public  utility  is  not  relieved  from  its  obligation  to  extend 
service  by  the  fact  that  labor  is  scarce  and  the  management  has  had  no 
time  to  undertake  the  work.  Re  Sharon  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  742. 

57.  A  municipal  water  utility  should  adopt  rules  and  regulations 
so  that  applicants  for  exteiisions  may  know  their  rights  and  obliga- 
tions and  what  procedure  to  follow.  Re  Spooner  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
78. 

58.  An  application  for  an  extension  of  service  must  specifically  set 
forth  the  improvement  demanded,  and  be  accompanied  with  proof  of  all 
the  statutory  requirements  upon  which  the  Commission  is  authorized  to 
order  ext^isions.  Bradley  Beach  v.  Monmouth  County  Water  Co,  (N. 
J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

59.  A  utility  is  under  no  contract  obligation  to  lay  pipes  and  mains 
in  all  streets  and  alleys  of  a  town  to  serve  tho  inhabitants,  by  reason 
of  its  acceptance  of  a  franchise  containing  a  clause  that  the  company 
had  applied  to  the  municipal  authorities  "for  permission  to  lay  its 
water  mains  along  and  through  all  the  streets  and  alleys  of  the  borough 
that  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  opened  or  extended  for  the  purposes 
of  supplying  the  borough  and  its  inhabitants  with  water."  Bradley 
Beach  v.  Monmouth  County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

60.  A  telephone  company  must,  at  its  own  expense,  extend  its  lines 
a  reasonable  distance  to  furnish  service  in  the  territory  served;  but 
whether  a  particular  distance  is  reasonable  depends  upon  the  facts  in 
each  case,  and  may  vary  considerably  in  different  localities.  Latta 
V.  Medicine  Valley  Teleph.  Co.   (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  950. 

61.  The  right  of  a  water  company  to  extend  its  service  into  territory 
adjacent  to  the  district  for  which  it  was  incorporated,  provided  for  in 
the  Pennsylvania  Act  of  1901,  is  not  limited  to  a  company  actually  serv- 
ing in  such  district,  but  extends  to  any  incorporated  company  which  has 
actually  undertaken  the  performance  of  its  corporate  duties.  Re 
Northampton  County  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  939. 

62.  The  right  of  the  public  to  an  adequate  supply  of  natural  gas 
from  a  company  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver  is  superior  to  the  rights  of 
creditors,  and  will  be  protected  by  conditioning  the  issxiance  of  an  in- 
junction against  a  noncompensatory  rate  upon  the  giving  of  a  bond  to 
pay  nothing  more  on  the  principal  of  the  debts  until  needed  extensions 
are  made,  where  the  creditors  have,  upon  condition  that  the  property 
be  operated  on  a  compensatory  rate,  consented  that  a  sufficient  amount 
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t>e  reeerved  from  aamings  for  the  ektensions.    Landon  t.  Pnblio  Utili- 
lies  Commission  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120  (S.  C.  234  Fed.  162). 

63.  It  is  unreasonable  to  require  a  telephone  company  operating  on 
a  mutual  or  oo-operative  plan  to  extend  its  lines  in  order  to  serve  new 
territory  on  a  rental  basis  merely  because  of  a  statutory  oUigation  to 
serve  all  who  may  apply,  where  the  company  will  admit  the  applicants 
on  a  co-operative  basis,  or  give  them  free  use  of  a  lead  upon  which  to 
carry  an  independent  circuit  of  their  own.  Be  Nortii  Lincoln  Teleph. 
Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  609. 

^.  VtUity  having  monofMly* 

64.  A  utility  having  a  monopoly  of  supplying  service  cannot  pick  out 
the  more  profitable  sections  and  neglect  the  others.  Foster  v.  Choctaw 
Power  &  L.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  368. 

65.  The  duty  of  the  only  utility  furnishing  gas  in  a  municipality,  to 
extend  its  mains,  is  not  absolute,  but  depends  upon  the  reasonableness 
of  the  demand  in  the  particular  case.  Ulrich  v.  Eastern  Pennsylvania 
Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  463. 

c.  Extension  by  municipal  plant* 

See  also  supra,  67. 

66.  A  municipal  water  utility  will  not  be  required  to  make  an 
extension  where  the  net  return  theriefrom  will  be  less  than  interest 
on  borrowed  funds  for  the  cost  and  the  city  is  in  poor  financial  condi- 
tion and  needs  money  for  other  public  improvements.  Re  Spooner 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  78. 

d»  Duty  as  affected  hy  prospective  return. 

Return  from  gas  extension  not  justifying  setting  aside  of  order,  see  Ap- 
peal AND  Review,  3. 

67.  A  utility  was  required  to  extend  electric  lighting  service  where 
the  prospective  return  would  produce  a  net  income  of  approximately 
17.6  per  cent  on  the  investment.  Foster  v.  Choctaw  Power  &  L.  Co. 
(Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  368. 

68.  It  is  not  necessary  that  each  extension  constructed  at  the  cost 
of  a  utility  should  be  profitable  in  itself,  since  such  a  policy  would  lead 
to  grave  results  in  thwarting  the  development  of  the  state.  Re  San 
Joaquin  Lights  P.  Corp.  (Cal)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

69.  It  is  reasonable  for  a  water  company  to  require,  as  a  prerequis- 
ite to  the  making  of  an  extension,  an  assurance  of  a  reasonable  revenue 
therefrom.    Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

70.  A  gas  utility,  although  the  only  one  in  a  municipality,  will  not 
be  required  to^  make  a  comparatively  expensive  904-foot  extension  to 
serve  eight  consumers  who  refuse  to  pay  anything  except  the  regular 
rates,  or  to  give  any  assurance  as  to  how  much  they  will  use  or  how 
long  they  will  desire  service;  and  there  is  evidence  that  gas  will  prob- 
ably be  used  during  the  summer  months  only.  Ulrich  v.  Eastern  Fenn* 
sylvania  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  453. 
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71.  Ia  determiBiBg  wheUier  the  proflpectire  r«tuni  n^omld  be  suf- 
ficient to  warrant  an  extension  of  electric  lighting  serrice,  it  is  not 
proper  to  include  any  portion  of  the  existing  power-house  investment, 
nor  any  portion  of  the  investment  in  that  part  of  the  ^rstem  used  for 
transmitting  current  from  the  power  house  to  the  point  where  the 
proposed  extension  begins.  Foster  v.  Choctaw  Power  k  L.  Ck>.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  368. 

72.  A  water  utility  should  not  be  reqtiired  to  make  expensive  exten- 
sions for  additional  fire  protection  upon  which  it  would  receive  a  very 
small  return,  where  the  only  evidence  of  the  necessity  for  the  service  or 
the  reasonableness  of  the  demand  therefor  is  tke  Request  of  the  munici- 
pal authorities.  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co.  (W. 
Va.)   P.U.R.1917E,  22. 

73.  An  extension  of  water  mains  for  domestic  service  to  three  small 
residence  consumers  will  not  be  required  where  the  return  will  be  neg- 
ligible, and  there  will  be  no  material  development  of  the  locality  in  the 
near  future,  and  where  one  of  the  applicants  has  a  private  supply  and 
it  would  be  cheaper  for  the  others  to  procure  such  a  supply  than  to 
pay  their  share  of  the  extension  cost,  if  an  apportionment  thereof  were 
made.  Booth-Schumaker  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  &  P. 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  758. 

e.  Consutner8*  guaranty  of  return  from  extension, 

74.  A  water  consumer  is  released  of  his  guaranty  on  that  part  of 
an  extension  which  the  utility  subsequently  uses  to  furnish  a  connec- 
tion between  two  dead  ends  of  its  mains  for  the  purpose  of  improv- 
ing the  circulation  and  bettering  the  service  conditions  in  that  vicinity, 
since  such  improvement  of  the  service  must  be  borne  by  the  utility. 
Whittaker  v.  Hackensack  Water  Cow  (N.  J.)   P.UJl.l917b,  414. 

75.  The  New  Jersey  Commission  refused  to  order  a  water  company 
to  credit  to  the  account  of  customers  guarantying  a  minimum  revenue, 
in  order  to  secure  extensions,  the  revenue  received  from  customers  sup- 
plied by  means  of  further  extensions  of  the  same  main.  Re  Hackensack 
Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

/.  Consumer  to  furnish  part  of  equipment, 

76.  An  applicant  for  telephone  service,  who  resides  such  a  distance 
from  the  line  that  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  require  the  utility  to 
make  the  extension  at  its  own  expense,  may  be  permitted  to  assist  in 
the  construction  of  the  line  or  the  furnishing  of  equipment  under  an 
arrangement  that  the  equipment  when  installed  will  belong  to  the  com- 
pany and  be  maintained  by  it.  Latta  v.  Medicine  Valley  Teleph.  Co. 
(S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  950. 

I//.  Abandonment  and  discontlnttance. 

a.  In  general. 

As  to  power  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service,  see  supra, 
7-32a. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


SERVICaE,  ni.  a.  411 

Abandonment  of  service  by  railroad  company,  see  infra,  185-190. 
Discrimination  in  refusal  of  service  to  delinquent,  see  DiscBiMiNATioir, 

124. 
Temporary  injimotlon  agahist  diseontintianee  of  telephone  service,  see 

Injunction,  8. 
Dismissal  of  complaint  against  discontinuance  of  service  upon  change 

of  ownership  of  property,  see  Pasties,  8. 
Discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment,  see  Payments,  26-32. 

Annotation  on  abandonment  of  service,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  51. 
77.  A  utility  will  not  be  authorized  to  discontinue  a  particular  kind 
of  service  to  enable  it  to  render  a  different  kind  of  service,  where  it  has 
no  intention  of  making  the  change  within  a  year,  if  at  all,  since  the 
Commission  can  only  deal  with  such  cases  upon  the  facts  as  they 
presently  exist.    Re  Ruby  Hill  Water  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  884. 

78.  The  mere  fact  tSiat  numerous  persons  have  pur^ased  lands  and 
made  improvements  thereon  in  the  belief  that  a  railroad  will  be  oper- 
ated is  not,  as  a  matter  of  law,  a  suflAcient  reason  to  require  its  con- 
tinuance.    Re  Emigration  Canyon  R.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  464. 

79.  The  reasonableness  of  orders  of  a  State  Railroad  Commission 
directing  the  restoration  to  service  of  certain  passenger  trains  cannot 
be  made  to  turn  upon  what  the  Commission  estimated  was  the  ''out-of- 
pockef  cost, — the  immediate  cash  outlay  in  wages  and  fuel  to  operate 
such  trains.  Mississippi  R.  Commission  v.  Mobile  &  O.  R.  Co.  (U.  S.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  791  (S.  C.  244  U.  S.  388,  61  L.  ed.  1216,  37  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  602). 

80.  A  water  utility  may  discontinue  service  to  a  house  from  which 
water  is  being  supplied  to  an  adjoining  lot  for  building  purposes,  al- 
though the  water  passes  through  the  meters;  since  a  utility  has  a  legal 
right  to  establish  a  regulation  providing  that  service  may  be  dis- 
continued for  the  use  of  water  for  any  other  property  or  purpose  than 
that  described  in  the  application.  Bradley  Beach  v.  Monmouth  Coimty 
Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

81.  An  electric  company  may  require  a  tenant  hi  an  apartment 
house,  to  which  service  is  furnished  through  a  general  riser  owned  and 
controlled  by  the  landlord,  to  agree  to  a  duly  filed  and  published  pro- 
vision in  a  standard  contract,  that,  if  the  company  is  obliged  to  dis- 
continue service  to  the  birilding  for  any  cause,  the  tenant  will  not 
request  service  "through  a  sub  or  series  meter,"  since  the  company  can- 
not lawfully  change  the  cooiract  or  accept  an  alteration  without  previ- 
ously filing  and  publishing  the  same  so  that  all  consumers  may  have 
the  benefit.    Burke  v.  New  York  Edison  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  61. 

82.  A  water  utility  will  be  enjoined  from  shutting  off  a  city  water 
supply  because  of  a  controversy  with  the  city  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
contract  under  which  it  is  furnishing  servicC}— especially'  where  the 
utility  has  acted  under  the  contract  for  many  years.  Belfast  v.  Belfast 
Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A,  313  (S.  C.  115  Me.  234,  L.R.A.  1917B, 
908,  98  Atl.  738. 

83.  A  natural  gas  utility,  upon  being  authorized  to  abandon  serv- 
ice and  remove  its  mains  and  pipes,  was  required  to  replace  the  high- 
ways and  streets  in  a  good  condition  as  they  were  before  the  removal 
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of  the  maini  and  pipes.    Be  Batesville  Gas  Co.   (Ind.)  P.UJL1917F, 
662. 

b.  Effect  of  statute  en  dtoaoluMon  ef  eerporatUme. 

84.  Section  30  of  chapter  6  of  the  Virginia  Act  concerning  corpora- 
tions purporting  to  allow  all  corporations,  bj  a  vote  of  two  thirds  of 
their  stockholders,  after  due  notice,  or,  by  vote  of  all  of  their  stock- 
holders, without  notice,  to  dissolve  such  corporations  and  cancel  their 
franchises,  as  amended,  even  if  embracing  public  service  corporations, 
does  not  abrogate  the  higher  obligations  put  upon  such  corporations  by 
the  Constitution  and  statutes  not  to  discontinue  their  service  imtil  per- 
mission therefor  has  be«a  secured  from  the  Corporation  Commission* 
Re  Tidewater  A  W.  R.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  798. 

e.  Beasonti  far  abandoning  eervice. 

1.  JHecesetty  for  cowtinuanoe. 

85.  A  railroad  company  makes  o\x\  a  case  for  the  abandonment  of 
its  road  where  it  is  shown  that  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  built  has 
ceased  to  exist;  that  the  road  is  operated  at  a  loss;  that  there  is  no 
prospect  for  any  change  in  the  situation;  and  where  it  appears  that 
there  is  no  question  as  to  connection  with  other  railroads  or  any  char- 
ter or  other  obligations  to  estop  it.  Re  Emigration  Canyon  R.  Co. 
(Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  464. 

86.  A  railroad  cannot  be  required  to  resume  operation  on  a  line  it 
proposes  to  abandon,  although  the  abandonment  is  without  legal  au- 
thority, where  there  is  no  reasonable  necessity  for  the  continuation  of 
service.    Clemons  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  337. 

2.  Failure  of  natural  gas  supply, 

87.  A  natural  gas  utility  having  a  diminiahing  supply  was  author^ 
ised  to  abandon  service  where  it  bad  suffered  anbatantial  losses  during 
the  years  of  its  operations,  and  it  would  require  a  prohibitive  rate  to 
pay  a  fair  return  on  the  property  investment  and  to  allow  for  depre- 
ciation, operation,  and  maintenance  expenses,  it  appeuring  that  the 
utility  had  offered  to  sell  its  plant  to  tiie  municipality,  and  had  sur- 
rendered its  municipal  franchise,  and  had  manifested  its  willingness  to 
surrender  its  charter  to  the  state.  Re  Batesville  Gas  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  662. 

88.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  refused  to  grant  the  application  of 
a  natural  gas  company  to  abandon  its  plant  because  of  the  failure  of 
the  supply  of  gas,  excq>t  on  condition  that  within  thirty  days  the  com- 
pany would  refund  to  the  consumers  the  money  expended  in  procur- 
ing piping,  fixtures,  etc.,  for  using  the  gas.  Re  Grand  River  Qwb  Co. 
(Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1032. 

3,  Operation  at  a  lose. 

89.  A  corporation  undertaking  to  operate  a  railroad  for  the  trana* 
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portaticm  of  passengers  and  freight  cannot  yoluntarily  abandon  service 
although  operation  is  at  a  loss.  Re  Fairview  Transp.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R 
1917E,  44. 

90.  A  public  utility  desiring  to  withdraw  its  entire  property  from 
the  public  service  must  show  that,  after  a  fair  trial,  it  is  unable  to  earn 
legitimate  operating  expenses,  and  that  such  expenses  cannot  be  met  by 
an  increase  in  rates  commensurate  with  the  value  of  the  service.  Re 
Denver,  L.  A  N.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  744. 

91.  A  utility  supplying  three  distinct  kinds  of  service  cannot  be  com- 
pelled to  continue  one  of  them  where  it  appears  that  in  order  to  do 
so  it  will  suffer  losses  that  are  not  incidental,  but  permanent,  and  liable 
to  increase.  Waterville  y.  Waterville  Gas  &  £.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  126. 

92.  A  street  railway  was  denied  the  right  to  discontinue  operations 
duHAg  the  winter  months  in  a  growing  community,  although  operation 
was  at  a  loss,  where,  although  the  company  might  avoid  an  annual 
loss  of  approximately  $2,000,  it  did  not  appear  that  the  saving  of  that 
sum  was  essential  to  the  rehabilitation  of  the  company's  finances,  or  to 
the  continued  opwation  of  the  road.  Re  Freeport  R.  Ck).  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  155. 

93.  A  utility  that  h&s  developed  a  heating  service  through  the  opera- 
tion for  many  years  of  a  combined  electric  and  heating  plant  should 
not  be  relieved  of  its  obligation  to  furnish  heating  service  upon  build- 
ing a  separate  electric  plant  to  effect  economies  in  the  generation  of 
electricity,  although  the  heating  department  has  since  been  operated 
at  a  loss  and  the  distribution  system  is  in  need  of  extensive  repairs, 
but  such  service  should  be  continued  at  a  rate  that  will  return  sufficient 

'  revenues  to  meet  reasonable  operating  expenses,  plus  a  reasonable  de- 
preciation and  a  reasonable  return  on  the  additional  investment  neces- 
sary to  restore  the  plant  to  its  former  capacity  and  a  return  on  the 
junk  value  of  the  existing  plant,  since  the  change  in  the  method  of  op- 
eration that  has  benefited  the  electric  department  and  has  not  been 
shared  by  the  consumers  should  be  reflected  to  some  extent  by  reduction 
in  the  earnings  to  which  the  heat  department  might  otherwise  be  en- 
titled    Re  Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  12. 

94.  A  Public  Service  Commission  is  not  warranted  in  authorizing  a 
water  utility  to  discontinue  serving  the  inhabituits  of  a  small  town 
merely  because  of  alleged  insufficient  return  and  the  utility's  desire  to 
use  the  water  for  irrigating  purposes,  where  the  utility  intends  to  con- 
tinue serving  a  large  consumer,  and  the  discontinuance  of  service  would 
be  a  great  hardship  to  the  inhabitants  and  of  no  special  advantage  to 
the  utility  on  account  of  the  small  amount  of  water  used  by  the  in- 
habitants.   Re  Ruby  Hill  Water  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E.  884. 

d.  Notice. 

See  also  supra,  19,  30. 

95.  No  general  rule  can  be  laid  down  as  to  what  constitutes  reason- 
able notice  in  order  to  enable  a  public  service  corporation  to  withdraw 
its  service,  such  notice,  in  a  particular  case,  depending  upon  the  char- 
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acter  of  the  businefls.    Re  Tidewater  A  W.  R.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
798. 

06.  The  discontinuance,  on  three  days'  notice,  of  a  large  number  of 
trains  on  a  belt  line  between  two  cities,  whtfe  the  service  has  been  in 
operation  without  charge  for  many  years,  is  unreasonable,  inexcusable, 
and  in  disregard  of  the  rights  of  the  public.  Re  Delaware  ft  H.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  715. 

97.  An  ele<itric  company  is  not  obligated  to  disconnect  service  or 
remit  service  charges  for  a  school  during  the  vacation  period,  without 
notice  from  the  school  authorities  to  discontinue.  Re  Springfield  Board 
of  Education  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  33  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  540). 

98.  Failure  of  an  electric  company  to  render  its  minimiun  bill  to  a 
school  at  the  end  of  the  first  month  of  the  vacation  period  does  not 
relieve  the  school  authorities  from  giving  notice  to  disconnect,  in  order 
to  escape  the  service  charge  during  the  period.  Re  Springfield  Board  of 
Educati<m  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  33  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  540). 

€•  lAabUity  far  discatUinuanoe. 

99.  A  rule  relieving  a  water  company  from  liability  for  a  discon- 
tinuance or  failure  to  supply  from  any  cause  whatever  should  be  modi- 
fied so  as  to  provide  for  relief  of  the  company  only  where  discontinu- 
ance is  due  to  shutting  off  water  to  make  repairs  or  connections,  or 
failure  from  any  cause  beyond  its  controL  Hayea  v.  Panther  Valley 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  217. 

IV.  Contracts  far  service. 

Fixing  of  rates  different  from  those  prescribed  in  service  contract,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  65-71. 

Effect  of  Maine  statute  on  contract  to  furnish  free  public  fire  protec- 
tion, see  Constitutional  Law,  68. 

Performance  by  water  company  of  contract  ultra  vires  as  to  city,  see 

C!0NTRACTS,  1. 

Company  furnishing  service  only  under  contract  as  public  utility,  see 
PuBUc  Utilities,  14,  17. 

Annotation  on  validity  of  special  eontraet  lor  senriM,  P.U.R.1917F, 
p.  26. 

100.  A  consumer  is  bound  by  the  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  of 
a  utility,  although  be  was  inadvertently  furnished  service  without  first 
signing  the  usual  application  eontract.  Stevenson  v.  Abington  Electric 
Ck).  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  449. 

101.  A  statement  added  by  an  applicant  to  his  service  contract,  that 
he  signs  under  protest  reserving  the  right  to  attack  the  legality  of  a 
provision,  is  ineffective  since  the  contract  is  made  in  contemplation  of 
the  regulatory  power  of  the  Commission.  Burke  v.  New  York  Edison  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  61. 

102.  A  public  service  corporation  will  not  be  forbidden  from  re- 
quiring a  consumer,  as  a  condition  of  service,  to  sign  the  usual  form 
of  contract  therefor,  the  terms  of  which  are  reasonable,  merely  on  the 
ground  that  it  does  not  give  him  a  chance  to  be  heard  in  his  d«feiiM 
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for  aUeged  ySolations  of  its  terms  and  provisions.    Galeton  t.  Potter 
Gas  Ca  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  464. 

103.  A  city  and  a  water  company  authorized  by  the  company's 
charter  to  contract  for  water  for  public  uses  may  adopt  a  contract 
previously  made  by  the  city  and  the  promoters  of  the  water  company. 
Belfast  V.  Belfast  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.I917A,  313  (S.  C.  115  Me. 
234,  LJLA,1937B,  908,  98  Atl.  738. 

104.  A  city  and  a  water  company  authorized  by  the  company's  char- 
ter to  contract  for  water  for  public  uses  on  such  terms  as  they  miplit 
agree  upon  may  contract  for  an  unlimited  period,  in  the  absence  of 
constitutional  prohibition.  Belfast  v.  Belfast  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  313  (S.  0.  115  Me.  234,  L.R.A.1917B,  908,  98  Atl.  738). 

F.  Conditions  precedent  to  service, 

105.  A  water  utility  cannot  lawfully  compel  intending  consumers  to 
purchase  water-right  certificates  as  a  condition  precedent  to  receiving 
service.    Re  Lake  Hemet  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  458. 

106.  Applicants  should  not  be  required  to  purchase  stock  from  a  mu- 
tual telephone  company  in  order  to  obtain  service  which  they  cannot 
secure  from  any  other  utility.  Pearce  v.  Farmers'  Independent  Teleph. 
Line  No.  71  (Mich.)  P.U.R.i917A,  243. 

VI*  Meters,  instruments,  and  other  service  accessories  and  con* 

nections, 

a.  In  general. 

Flat  rate  to  be  abandoned  as  meters  installed,  see  Discrimination,  27. 

Single  bill  to  owner  of  buildings  supplied  from  one  service,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 60. 

Furnishing  meters  to  some  patrons  only  as  unlawful  discrimination,  see 
Discrimination,  119. 

Utility  required  to  notify  consumers  of  financial  disadvantage  of  pre- 
payment meters,  see  Rates,  164. 

Additional  water  rate  to  cover  cost  of  change  from  flat  to  meter  serv- 
ice, see  Rates,  308. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  charge  fee  for  inspecting  installations  made 
by  persons  not  connected  with  utility,  see  Rates,  138. 

Separate  water  meters  for  consumers  in  separate  buildings,  see  Rates, 
292. 

Capitalization  of  meters,  see  VALtJATiON,  213,  214. 

Annotation  on  reduced  rates  to  owners  of,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  313. 

Rules  of  Indianapolis  Water  Company  as  to  meters,  taps  and  service 
connections,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  627. 

Rules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  service  connections  from  main  to  curb, 
P.U.R.1917C,  p.  251. 

107.  A  rule  requiring  a  separate  stop  and  waste  cock  and  curb  box 
to  be  provided  for  each  consumer  supplied  with  water  from  the  same 
service  pipe  is  reasonable.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  217. 
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108.  Each  building  facing  on  the  street  may  be  required  to  have  • 
separate  service  pipe,  but  a  building  located  on  the  rear  of  an  interior 
(not  a  comer)  lot  may  be  served  through  the  same  meter  and  service 
furnishing  the  front  building.  Bradley  Beach  v.  Monmouth  County 
Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.IL1917C,  602. 

109.  A  rule  permitting  a  water  company,  where  two  or  more  build- 
ings are  supplied  from  a  single  service  pipe,  to  cut  off  the  entire  serv- 
ice for  a  violation  of  the  company's  rules  by  one  of  the  parties,  should 
be  modified  so  as  to  permit  an  innocent  consumer  a  reasonable  oppor- 
tunity to  attach  his  pipes  to  a  separately  controlled  service  connection 
to  be  provided  at  the  expense  of  the  company.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  217. 

b.  Ownership  and  control. 

Annotations  on  ownership  and  care  of  meters  and  service  connec* 
tions,  P.U.B.1917E,  p.  222. 

Discussion  as  to  who  should  bear  expense  of  installing  service  pipe* 
from  main  to  curb,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  319. 

Rules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  ownership,  location  and  testing  of  watei 
meters,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  247. 

110.  Meters  should  be  owned  and  installed  by  the  utility  and  under 
its  control  and  supervision,  since  they  constitute  a  part  of  the  plant. 
Ben  Avon  Borough  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

111.  The  cost  of  installing  meters  on  all  water  services  should  be 
borne  by  the  utility.    Re  Heisen   (111.)   P.U.R.1917B,  644. 

112.  Meters  used  in  connection  with  a  utility's  distribution  system 
should  be  furnished  by  the  company.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co. 
(Idaho)  P.U.R.1917C,  111. 

113.  The  service  pipe  to  the  property  line  and  the  stop  cock  should 
be  furnished  at  the  expense  of  the  utility.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  217. 

114.  A  water  company  cannot  charge  a  consumer  for  installing  the 
service  pipe  from  the  street  main  to  his  property  line.  Re  Common- 
wealth Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  548. 

115.  A  rule  requiring  telephone  subscribers  to  purchase  their  own 
equipment  is  unlawful.  Latta  v.  Medicine  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  950. 

116.  A  rule  requiring  that  the  stop  cock  in  a  water-service  connection 
shall  belong  to  the  company,  and  that  it  shall,  under  no  circum- 
stances, be  turned  off  by  any  person  not  authorized  by  the  company  to 
do  so,  is  reasonable.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  217. 

117.  A  telephone  company's  practice  of  allowing  subscribers  to  buy 
and  install  their  own  equipment  should  be  discontinued;  and  rental  for 
such  equipment  should  be  paid  to  subscribers  until  the  utility  purchases 
the  equipment  from  them.  Re  Franksville  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  270. 

118.  A  telephone  company  should  be  permitted  to  cancel  a  discount 
of  26  cents  per  month  to  those  subscribers  who  own  their  own  tele- 
phone instruments,  since  the  practice  tends  to  interfere  with  the  service 
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throtigii  a  lack  of  standardization  of  equipment  and  throngli  the  com* 
pany's  inability  properly  to  superrise  the  maintenance  of  private  in- 
•truBieate.    Re  Curtia  Teleph.  Go.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  674. 

119.  The  Wisconsin  Commission  required  a  telephone  company  to  dis- 
oontiaue  the  practice  of  requiring  subscribers  to  purchase  the  batteries, 
but  suggested,  if  the  company  desired,  the  Commission  would  approve  a 
reasonable  rule  limiting  the  number  of  batteries  per  year  to  each  sub- 
scriber.   Re  Tamarack  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  640. 

120.  A  transformer  installed  in  a  motion  picture  theater  to  diange 
electric  current  from  alternating  to  direct  should  be  owned  by  the 
theater.  Drumright  Theater  Cik).  v.  Drumright  Ice  &  Light  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.UJ1.1917C,  296. 

o.  I^rchaae  of  oonaumerB'  equipment, 

121.  After  a  reasonable  time  for  compliance  with  a  Commission  order, 
requiring  a  utility  to  take  over  equipment  owned  by  consumers,  had 
elapsed,  the  company  was  ordered  to  pay  6  per  cent  interest  per  annum 
on  the  value  of  the  equipment  not  yet  taken  over  which  was  being  used 
in  connection  with  service  furnished  under  rates  contemplating  owner- 
ship of  «uch  equipment.  Re  San  Joaquin  light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

122.  Consumers'  transformers  not  yet  purchased  by  a  utility,  in  com- 
pliance with  a  Commission  order,  at  the  time  a  change  of  transformers 
is  necessitated  by  an  increase  in  voltage,  should  be  acquired  by  the  com- 
pany.   Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

d.  InsiaUaUan  of  tnetevB, 

Cost  of  installii^,  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  224,  225. 

123.  A  natural  gas  company  will  be  required  to  install  meters  where 
the  use  will  prevent  waste,  eliminate  discrimination,  and  increase  the 
net  earnings.    Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

124.  A  rule  permitting  a  water  company,  at  any  time  it  deems  ex- 
pedient, to  attach  a  meter  to  any  existing  service  at  the  expense  of 
the  property  owner,  is  unreasonable.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley  Water 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  217. 

e.  Location  of  meters, 

126.  A  rule  of  a  water  company  requiring  a  property  owner  to  fur- 
nish a  concrete  or  brick  pit  with  suitable  cover  and  lock  and  key,  in 
cases  where  it  is  not  convenient  to  place  a  meter  within  a  building,  is 
reasonable.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
217. 

126.  Water  consumers  not  having  basements  or  cellars  suitable  for 
meters  installed  by  the  utility  may  be  required  to  provide  suitable  meter 
boxes  or  vaults  at  their  own  expense.  Wood  v.  La  Farge  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  763.    • 

/.  Standards  for  meters  and  teMs. 

127.  The  District  of  Columbia  Commifsioa  adopted  regulations  pre- 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 27. 
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scribing  standards  for  electric  watt-hour  meters  effective  February  1^ 
1917.    Re  Watthour  Meters  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917B,  473. 

128.  Standards  for  testing  electric  watt-hour  meters  and  form  of  re- 
ports on  such  tests  were  prescribed  by  the  New  York  Ck>mmi8eion  for 
the  First  District  effective  May  23,  1917.  Re  Standards  for  Testing 
Meters  (N.  Y.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  366. 

129.  Rules  prescribing  standards  for  the  installation  of  electrical  serv- 
ices and  meters  and  providing  for  the  testing  and  approval  of  service 
equipment  were  adopted  by  the  New  York  Commission,  First  District, 
to  take  effect  April  1,  1917.  Re  Installation  of  Electrical  Services  4 
Meters  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  436. 

g*  Cost  of  maintenance. 

130.  The  cost  of  repairing  frozen  water  meters  should  be  borne  by 
the  consumer.    Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

131.  A  rule  that  the  service  pipe  and  box  shall  be  kept  in  good  con- 
dition by  the  properly  owner  and,  in  case  of  failure,  by  the  company, 
at  the  owner's  expense,  is  reasonable.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley  Water 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  217. 

132.  A  consumer  may  be  required  to  pay  the  cost  of  repairing  a  meter 
where  damage  occurs  through  his  fault  or  neglect.  Bradley  Beach  ▼. 
Monmouth  County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

K,  Consumers*  deposits. 

133.  A  deposit  of  $6  is  sufficient  to  insure  payment  of  the  cost  of 
repairing  frozen  water  meters.  Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

134.  A  builder  desiring  metered  water  service  for  building  purposes 
may  be  required  to  make  a  deposit  to  insure  return  of  the  meter  in  good 
order ;  to  pay  for  installing  and  removing  the  meter ;  and  to  pay  for  re- 
pairs to  the  meter  where  repairs  are  needed.  Bradley  Beach  v.  Mon- 
mouth County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

136.  Compliance  vnth  a  rule  requiring  the  deposit  of  a  certain  sum 
for  the  safe-keeping  of  a  meter,  as  a  condition  of  service,  does  not 
constitute  a  purchase  of  the  meter,  but  is  a  mere  deposit,  which  should 
be  returned  to  the  consumer,  with  interest  from  the  date  of  a  Com- 
mission's order  requiring  it.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  k 
Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R..161). 

136.  A  deposit  should  not  be  required  by  a  utility,  at  the  time  of 
installing  a  meter,  to  insure  the  faithful  performance  on  the  part  of 
the  consumer  of  his  contract  with  the  company;  and  deposits  so  re- 
quired should  be  returned  to  the  persons  making  them  or  to  the  pres- 
ent owners  of  the  premises  where  the  meters  are  installed.  Wiseman 
V.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917C,  lU. 

I.  Fees, 

Charge  for  changing  meters,  see  Sebvicb,  139^ 

137.  A  charge  of  $1  for  turning  on  water  that  was  turned  off  at 
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the  consumer's  request  is  reasonable.     Bradley  Beach  t.   Monmouth 
County  Water  Ca  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

138.  A  charge  of  $5  for  turning  the  water  off  and  on  at  the  main, 
inTolving  excavation  in  the  public  street,  is  reaaonable.  Ee  Haoken- 
sack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

139.  A  rule  providing  that  no  chargo  shall  be  made  for  turning  on 
water  for  a  new  customer;  that  a  charge  of  not  to  exceed  $1  shall  be 
made  for  turning  water  off  and  on  when  service  is  discontinued  and  re- 
established; and  a  charge  of  not  to  exceed  $1  for  changing  meters  on 
accoimt  of  repairs  due  to  the  fault  of  customer,  is  reasonable.  Re  Hack- 
ensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

140.  The  Illinois  Commission  approved  an  agreement  between  a  gas 
utility  and  its  consumers  authorizing  a  reascmable  charge  for  recon- 
necting the  meters  of  consumers  who  desire  to  make  frequent  changes 
in  the  type  of  meter  employed  in  registering  the  amount  of  sas  used. 
Winnetka  v.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  798. 

j.  Charge  for  laiitpa  ol*  other  acceseoHes^ 

141.  The  charge  for  lamps  furnished  by  the  utility  should  be  separate 
from  the  charge  for  current.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

142.  A  charge  of  i  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  was  authorized,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  charge  for  current,  for  furnishing  a  50-watt  tungsten  lamp 
with  the  right,  if  a  smaller  lamp  is  required,  to  make  an  extra  charge 
not  more  than  the  additional  expense.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illu- 
minating Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

VII.  Discrimination, 

Discrimination  as  to  service,  see  Discrimination,  111-133. 

Till,  Service  hy  particular  utilities, 
a.  Electricity. 

1.  In  general. 

143.  Electric  service  is  inadequate  where  there  is  insufficient  current 
to  meet  the  demands  during  the  early  evening  when  street,  commercial^ 
and  residential  lighting  is  being  furnished, — it  appearing  that  the  lights 
are  dim  and  unsteady, — since  adequate  service  involves  both  quantity 
and  quality  regardless  of  the  revenue.  Williamston  v.  Williamston 
Illuminating  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

144.  Supplying  electric  energy  to  a  single  industry  constitutes  a  dis- 
tribution of  electricity  within  the  prohibition  of  an  order  dedaring 
that  the  authority  granted  to  exercise  certain  franchises  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  transmission  line  does  not  apply  to  said  franchises  in 
so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  distribution  of  electric  energy.  Coast  Coun- 
ties Gas  &  E.  Co.  V.  Sierra  &  S.  F.  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  709. 

145.  Ah  electric  utility  having  a  demand  for  current  for  lighting  and 
power  purposes  that  requires  a  constant  use  of  its  equipment  sfaouid 
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install  reserve  equipment  to  assure  continuous  senrice  in  case  of  acoi« 
dent  to  the  machinery.  Williamston  v.  Willi amston  Illuminating  Go. 
(Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

146.  An  electric  utility  furnishing  continuous  service  by  steam  gen- 
erating equipment  should  have  two  separate  steam  generating  units 
and  boilers  to  insure  service  without  interruptions.  Smith  v.  De  Tienne 
&  Humphrey  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  24  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  509). 

2.  Safety  of  equipmetU. 

147.  A  utility  may  enforce  reasonable  rules  to  assure  the  sufficiency 
and  safety  of  the  consumer's  equipment  to  be  supplied  wiih  electric  cur- 
rent Elevator  Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  New  York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Go. 
(N.  Y.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  162. 

148.  A  utility  may  require  that  alternating  current  equipment  for 
elevators  shall  be  provided  with  an  approved  reverse  phase  device  to 
insure  safe  operation  of  elevators  as  a  condition  to  furnishing  electric 
current.  Elevator  Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  New  York  &  (}.  Electric  Light  &  P. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  152. 

3.  Hours  of  service. 

149.  A  utility  cannot  successfully  urge  against  the  furnishing  of 
continuous  service  that  it  would  disrupt  flat-rate  schedules,  where  it 
has  a  rule  providing  for  cutting  off  flat-rate  service  at  certain  hours, 
and  may  amend  its  rules  or  establish  different  rates  if  necessary.  Smith 
V.  De  Tienne  &  Humphrey  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  24  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S. 
C.  R.  509). 

150.  Twenty-four  hour  service  is  required  imder  a  rate  schedule  con- 
taining no  statanent  limiting  the  hours  of  service.  Smith  v.  De  Tienne 
A  Humphrey  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  24  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  509). 

151.  An  electric  utility  was  required  to  improve  its  plant  to  furnish 
continuous  service  where  there  was  a  demand  for  current  for  lighting   -^ 
and  for  power  purposes  and  the  rates  were  more  than  ordinarily  re-    V 
munerative.    Smith  v.  De  Tienne  &  Humphrey  (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C,  24 
<S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  509). 

152.  Street  lighting  service  will  not  be  ordered  extended  to  a  later 
liour  until  the  local  authorities  formally  express  a  decire  for  the  late- 
hour  service  at  the  higher  rate  which  will  be  required.  Re  Pulsaki 
Light  A  P.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  109. 

4.  Lamps, 

153.  An  electric  utility  may  properly  establish  a  rule  providii^  for 
the  removal  from  consumer's  premises  of  lamps  furnished  by  it  under 
a  rate  calling  for  free  lamp  renewals,  when  the  consumer  changes  to 
a  rate  which  does  not  carry  with  it  the  free  lamp  renewal  provision. 
Kennedy  Furniture  Co.  v.  Ccnnmon wealth  Edition  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917P,  81. 

154.  Tungsten  lamps  or  others  of  like  or  greater  efficiency,  rather  than 
Oem   hunpsy   should  be  furnished  to   consumers-  who  reqmre   instal- 
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latiofl  and  renewal  by  the  utility.    Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  lUumioat- 
ing  Ck).  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364.  , 

5.  Change  from  direct  to  aUemating  current. 

166.  Upon  authorizing  a  change  from  direct  to  alternating  current 
the  Illinois  Commission  required  the  utility  to  continue  to  furnish,  or 
to  secure  from  other  sources,  direct  current  for  consumers  occupying 
leased  premises  whose  leases  would  expire  within  two  years.  Re  Public 
Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  797. 

166.  A  utility,  upon  changing  from  direct  to  alternating  current, 
should  pay  the  consumers  the  full  present  value  of  their  electrical 
equipment  which  is  made  useless  by  such  change  in  the  service.  Re 
Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  797. 

157.  The  method  of  determining  the  date  upon  which  an  electric  util- 
ity should  change  its  system  from  direct  to  alternating  current  was 
fixed  by  the  Illinois  Commission  at  such  time  as  the  utility  would  be 
able  to  secure  bona  fide  contracts  for  the  substitution  of  the  consumer's 
equipment  from  rq>utable  manufacturers  or  contractors.  Re  Public 
Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917P,  797. 

%,  Eaoprem. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  express  service,  see  supra,  41. 

158.  Express  business  on  passenger  trains  must  be  conducted  to  inter- 
fere as  little  as  possible  with  the  convenioice  of  passengers.  Re  Daven- 
port's Exp.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  56. 

159.  Public  necessity  does  not  require  additional  local  express  service 
on  passenger  trains  where  the  business  would  increase  the  interference 
with  passenger  service  that  is  already  subject  to  numerous  station  delays 
incident  to  the  express  and  parcel-post  business, — especially  where  the 
existing  express  service  is  reasonably  adequate.  Re  Davenport's  Exp. 
Co.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1917E,  56. 

160.  There  must  be  a  need  of  additional  express  service  to  warrant 
the  Commission  in  authorizing  a  local  express  company  to  conduct  its 
business  upon  the  passenger  trains  of  a  railroad  in  communities  having 
passenger  train  express  service  under  a  statute  requiring  the  Commis- 
sion to  act  "with  regard,  among  other  considerations,  to  the  public  in- 
terest," when  passing  upon  application  of  that  character,  since  passen- 
ger trains  are  operated  for  carriage  of  passengers,  baggage,  and  mail, 
and  should  be  employed  to  carry  express  only  to  such  an  extent  as  pub- 
lic necessity  and  convenience  require.  Re  A.  G.  Pollard  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  763. 

161.  An  express  company,  upon  finding  the  consignee's  place  of  busi- 
ness closed  when  attempting  to  deliver  a  shipment  of  perishable  goods,  is 
under  no  obligation  to  telephone  to  the  consignee's  home,  advising  him 
of  the  r%ceipt  of  the  goods,  in  order  to  escape  liability  for  damages  for 
delay  in  delivery.  Worm  A,  Co.  v.  American  Exp.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  846. 

162.  A  monthly  express  business  of  $225  is  insufficient  to  warrant 
the  establishment  of  an  express  office  in  a  tows  having  no  railroad 
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connection,  where  the  company  would  be  required  to  haul  the  ship- 
ments about  2  miles  from  the  railroad  and  to  cross  a  toll  bridge.  Com- 
mercial Club  V.  Wells,  F.  &  Co.  Exp.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  383. 

c.  Oas. 

163.  Standards  for  measurement  of  the  purity,  illuminating  power, 
and  heating  power  of  artificial  gas  were  established  by  the  New  York 
Commission  for  the  Second  District,  to  become  effective  January  1, 
1917.    Re  Standards  for  Gas  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917C,  67. 

164.  The  Illinois  Commission  approved  an  agreement  between  the 
utility  and  its  consumers  that  the  quality  of  gas  to  be  furnished  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  the  standards  of  service  for  gas  approved  by 
the  Commission,  with  the  exception  of  heating  quality  to  be  determined 
according  to  rule  16,  substituting  600  and  565  British  thermal  units 
per  cubic  foot  instead  of  565  and  530,  respectively  provided  for  in  the 
rules.    Winnetka  v.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.  (111.)  P.U.RJ917B,  793. 

d.  Interurhan  raUioa/ya, 

1.  In  general. 

Inadequate  service  as  ground  for  admitting  automobile  competition,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  48,  49. 

165.  Electric  railways  are  required,  under  the  rules  adopted  by  the 
Wisconsin  Commission,  to  secure  the  Commission's  approval  before  plac- 
ing one-man  cars  in  regular  service.  Re  Electric  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  263. 

166.  All  cars  operating  on  interurban  track  are  required,  under  the 
rules  adopted  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  to  carry  at  least  one 
marker  independent  of  power  from  the  trolley  wire  showing  red  to  the 
rear  when  in  service  between  sunset  and  sunrise.  Re  Electric  R.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  263. 

167.  All  electric  cars  or  locomotives  operated  over  any  city,  suburban, 
or  interurban  track,  are  required,  under  the  rules  adopted  by  the  Wis- 
consin Commission,  to  be  under  full  control  at  reduced  speed,  prepared 
to  stop  on  approaching  all  facing  spring  point  switches.  Re  Electric  R. 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  263. 

168.  All  electric  railways  furnishing  interurban  service  are  required, 
under  the  rules  adopted  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  to  file  with  the 
Commission  copies  of  their  time-tables.  Re  Electric  R.  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  263. 

169.  A  half-hour  schedule  with  six  extra  cars  each  way  during  rush 
hours  was  ordered  to  be  substituted  for  an  hourly  schedule  with  five 
extra  cars  on  a  6-mile  interurban  railway  line  between  a  borough  and 
a  county  seat  having  populations,  respectively,  or  4,500  and*  76,000, 
where  the  cars  were  always  overcrowded  during  the  rush  hours  and 
frequently  during  other  periods,  and  where  a  twenty-minute '  service 
was  given  on  another  division  operated  under  similar  conditions.  Love 
T.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  386. 
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2.  Carriagtt  of  freight  and  haggage. 

170.  Section  41  of  the  Maine  Public  Utilities  Act,  empowering  the 
Commission  to  remedy  the  situation  where  service  is  inadequate  or 
cannot  be  obtained,  expresses  a  legislative  policy  to  authorize  electric 
railways  to  deliver  freight  which  has  been  unloaded  at  the  final  steam 
railroad  destination;  and  it  is  reasonable  and  proper  to  require  an 
electric  road  to  perform  such  service  to  the  extent  that  it  does  not 
involve  material  competition  with  the  steam  road.  Public  Utilities 
Commission  v.  Portland  Terminal  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  43. 

171.  Inter  urban  railways  as  a  class  are  not  amenable  to  the  laws 
governing  steam  railroads  in  the  matter  of  transportation  of  baggage. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Illinois  Division  Travelers 
Protective  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  841. 

8,  Rush'hour  service. 

172.  That  the  average  number  of  passengers  per  car  on  an  interurban 
railway  line  is  small  is  not  conclusive  that  the  cars  are  not  overcrowd- 
ed during  rush  hours,  or  even  in  other  hours,  where  there  are  thirty 
car  movements  daily  in  each  direction  and  the  average  includes  cars 
which  carry  practically  no  traffic.  Love  v.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Go. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  885. 

4.  Car  equipment, 

173.  An  Interurban  railway  has  no  such  shortage  of  cars  that  will 
prevent  it  running  only  one  more  car,  where  the  company  has  always 
sufficient  extra  cars  for  special  occasions  and  holidays,  has  recently 
ordered  twelve  new  cars,  and  has  a  sufficient  niunber  of  crews.  Love 
V.  Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  385. 

e.  Irrigation  companies. 

174.  An  irrigation  utility  cannot  serve  stockholders  only.  Re  Rogers 
Development  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  188. 

175.  The  owner  of  an  irrigation  system  having  undertaken  to  render 
adequate  service  for  compensation  cannot  shift  the  burden  upon  the 
settler  in  the  shape  of  higher  rental,  but  must  make  the  investment 
necessary  to  conserve  and  distribute  the  water.  Re  Hughes  (Idaho) 
P.U.R.1017D,  359. 

176.  The  rights  of  persons  who  exchange  irrigation  rights  for  stock 
in  an  irrigation  company  should  be  governed,  by  an  agreement  separate 
and  apart  from  the  stock  certificate.  Re  Rogers  Development  Co. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  186. 

177.  The  right  of  a  purchaser  of  land  to  have  water  for  irrigation 
supplied  by  the  grantor  is  not  lost  by  failure  to  make  a  demand  there- 
for for  twenty  years,  where  an  excess  price  is  paid  for  the  land  in 
reliance  on  the  agreement  of  the  company  to  supply  the  necessary  water, 
since  such  an  agreement  is  the  present  grant  of  a  water  right  which 
constitutes  a  burden  or  servitude  upon  the  water  system  of  the  grantor. 
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Palermo  Land  &  Water  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
447  (S.  C.  173  Cal.  380,  160  Pac.  228). 

/.  Natural  gas. 

178.  Preference  should  be  given  to  domestic  consumers  of  natural 
gas  if  the  supply  is  insufficient  for  all  classes.  Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas 
Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

0,  Railroads, 

!•  In  general. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  service  of  railroads  generally,  see 
supra,  42-60. 

Requiring  railroad  to  build  a  new  line  to  connect  existing  lines  as  de- 
nial of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  23. 

Commercial  club  as  proper  party  to  proceeding  to  compel  railroad  to 
establish  physical  connection,  see  Parties,  4.  ^ 

Annotation  on  service  by  railroads,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  890. 

179.  A  carrier  was  required  to  furnish  a  shipper,  owning  and  operat- 
ing a  coal  mine  on  its  line  of  railroad,  upon  which  was  also  located 
various  other  mines,  all  selling  and  shipping  coal  similarly  in  inter- 
state and  intrastate  commerce,  information  covering  the  period  from 
July  1,  1916,  to  July  1,  1917,  relative  to  the  number  of  coal  cars  re- 
quested by  each  mine  on  its  railroad;  the  number  of  cars  actually 
received  by  each  mine;  the  rating  of  each  mine  during  that  period,  and 
the  percentage  of  coal  cars  actually  requested  which  were  actually  fur- 
nished, to  be  compiled  in  tabulation  covering  senimonthly  period. 
Ayrshire  Coal  Co.  v.  Southern  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917C,  872. 

180.  Delaying  a  shipment  of  lumber  on  a  sidetrack  for  three  weeks  in 
violation  of  a  Commission  order  is  not  excused  by  congestion  of  traffic 
Clem  Lumber  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  A  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
879. 

181.  The  patrons  of  a  railroad  cannot  be  held  responsible  for  the 
lack  of  facilities,  where  the  company  has  been  earning  a  return  of  6.2 
per  cent  upon  the  entire  capital  invested,  including  funds  borrowed  at 
low  interest  rates  and  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  capital  stock.  Re  New 
York,  N.  H.  A  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917B,  904. 

182.  A  recommendation  that  one-hall  of  a  railroad  be  equipped  with 
block  signals  in  1917  and  the  balance  in  1918  was  modified,  on  ac- 
count of  abnormal  war  conditions,  so  as  to  require  the  company  only 
to  make  a  beginning  through  the  more  congested  part  of  its  line, 
further  action  being  suspended  until  the  subject  could  again  be  properly 
considered.    Re  Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  478. 

183.  The  Maine  Commission  refused  to  rescind  an  order  requiring 
the  delivery  of  disorders  to  the  engineer,  as  well  as  to  the  conductor, 
particularly  in  view  of  the  absence  of  safety  devices  and  of  the  fact 
that*the  railroad  was  all  single  tracked.  Re  Qrand  Trunk  R.  Co.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  478. 

184.  A  railroad  cannot  be  required  to  provide  for  itself  other  means 
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r-     • 

of  access  to  a  city  than  the  tracks  of  another  road,  although  the  tracks 
will  not  accommodate  the  serrice  of  both  roads,  where  the  use  is  under 
a  valid  long-term  lease;  but  the  lessee  can  be  required  to  secure  addi- 
tional means  of  access.  Taxpayers  Alliance  v.  New  York  &  H.  R.  Co. 
(N.  Y.)  P.UJR.1917D,  248. 

2.  Abandonment  of  service. 

As  to  abandonment  or  discontinuance  of  service  generally,  see  supra, 

77-99. 
Determining  question  as  to  abandonment  of  railroad  upon  petition  of 

company  as  well  as  on  petition  of  objecting  patrons,  see  Procedube, 

8. 

185.  The  facts  and  circumstances  must  justify  an  order  requiring 
operation  of  an  abandoned  portion  of  a  railroad,  since  the  railroad's  ob- 
ligation and  the  demands  of  the  public  are  reciprocal.  Culver  v.  St.  Jos- 
eph &  G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R,1917B,  642  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  381). 

186.  A  railroad  cannot  voluntarily  abandon  an  unprofitable  branch 
line  without  consent  of  or  action  by  the  state.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  & 
G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  642  (8.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  381). 

187.  A  railroad  is  obliged  to  make  a  bona  fide  trial  at  operating  a 
supposed  unprofitable  branch  line  as  a  condition  precedent  to  abandon- 
ing service.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  k  G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
642  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  381). 

188.  Upon  a  complaint  to  require  restoration  of  service  on  an  aban- 
doned railroad  branch  line  which  had  been  operated  only  by  a  lessee, 
and  which  the  owner  averred  could  be  operated  only  at  a  loss,  the 
Missouri  Commission  required  the  owner  to  operate  the  line  for  a 
trial  period  of  one  year  and  to  report  to  the  Commission  in  detail  the 
results  of  such  trial.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  &  G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  642  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  881). 

189.  A  railroad  cannot  abandon  service  on  an  unprofitable  branch 
line  where  there  is  a  public  demand  for  service  and  the  revenues  of 
the  system  as  a  whole  are  adequate,  unless  the  cost  of  operating  the 
branch  line,  sought  to  be  abandoned,  is  so  great  in  comparison  with 
the  public  benefits  derived  therefrom  that  it  would  be  unreasonable  to 
require  a  continuance  of  operation.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  &  G.  I.  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  542  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  381). 

189a.  A  railroad  should  not  be  required  to  restore  service  on  an  aban- 
doned branch  line  which  it  operated  under  a  lease,  where  it  would  be 
obliged  to  enter  into  contracts  with  other  railroads  owning  and  con- 
trolling the  various  railroad  lines,  and  not  parties  to  the  proceeding, 
and  where  doubt  exists  as  to  the  justification  of  requiring  the  railroads 
to  make  such  contracts.  Culver  v.  St.  Joseph  &  G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.tJ.R.1917B,  642  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  381). 

190.  A  railroad  company  should  not  be  required  to  rebuild  a  line 
which  has  been  destroyed  and  abandoned  twenty  years  ago,  irrespective 
of  whether  the  right  to  maintain  the  line  has  been  forfeited  under  the 
provisions  of  §  468  of  the  California  Civil  Code.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F. 
R.  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U  R.1917B,  336  (S.  C.  173 
Cal.  677,  160  Pac.  828, 
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3,  Station  facilities, 

(a)  In  general. 

Power  of  Commission  over  station  facilities,  see  supra,  46-48. 
Review  of  Commission  order  requiring  new  stations,  see  Appeal  AHD 

Review,  8. 
As  to  stations  and  stops,  see  Stations  and  Stops. 

Annotation  on  station  facilities,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  892;  P.U.R.1917F, 
p.  492. 

191.  The  order  in  question  in  this  case,  requiring  the  erection  of  a 
new  depot  in  the  village  of  Ada,  is  supported  by  evidence,  and  is  valid. 
Re  New  Depot  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917B,  413  (S.  C.  135  Minn.  19,  159  N.  W. 
1089. 

192.  When  a  new  depot  is  ordered,  the  order  may  require  that  its 
construction  shall  comply  with  the  fire  ordinances  of  the  village.  Re 
New  Depot  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917B,  413  (S.  C.  135  Minn.  19,  159  N.  W. 
1089). 

193.  A  railroad  cannot  take  advantage  of  traffic  at  a  given  point  with- 
out furnishing  reasonable  station  facilities,  since  it  is  required  to  fur- 
nish certain  minimum  service  to  the  public  in  each  oommunity,  whether 
or  not  the  business  at  each  place  is  conducted  at  a  profit.  Scoggin  v. 
St.  Louis,  I,  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  926  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P. 
S.  C.  R.  325). 

194.  A  railroad  company  cannot  be  required  to  install  water-closets  in 
its  passenger  station  at  a  place  where  there  is  no  public  water  supply 
and  an  inadequate  sewerage  system.  Preston  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St. 
L.  R.  Co.  (Ill.>  P.U.R.1917D,  741. 

195.  The  Oklahoma  Commission  is  reluctant  to  order  railway  compa- 
nies to  proceed  with  the  construction  of  depots  at  a  time  when  patriotism 
demands  that  every  energy  be  expended  toward  the  conservation  of 
resources,  and  the  prompt  handling  and  shipment  of  food  supplies  and 
everything  else  which  tends  towards  facilitating  war  preparations  or 
feeding  the  people,  unless  conditions  make  immediate  depot  construction 
imperative.  Wynn  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
699. 

196.  A  railroad  was  required  to  establish  a  nonagency  freight  and 
passenger  station  at  a  small  village  doing  an  average  monthly  business 
of  $274,  which  was  the  natural  distributing  point  for  other  near-by 
towns  not  located  on  the  railroad,  rather  than  the  maintenance  of  a 
box  car,  as  proposed  by  the  railroad,  although  agency  stations  were 
maintained  but  a  short  distance  in  either  direction,  it  appearing  that 
they  were  not  as  conveniently  located  to  the  near-by  towns  in  question, 
and  that  the  business  would  probably  increase  upon  the  erection  of  a 
station.  Scoggin  v.  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
925  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  a  C.  R.  325). 

(h)  Maintenance  of  telegraph  service. 

197  The  Oklahoma  Commission  refused  to  make  a  specific  order  with 
•reference  to  telegraph  service  at  a  particular  station,  where  it  appeared 
that  the  railroad  company  had  endeavored  to  provide  for  the  needs  of 
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the  public,  but  that  the  operator  had  refused  to  remain  because  of  the 
hostile  attitude  of  the  people  of  the  town  toward  him.  Trimble  v. 
Wichita  Falls  A  N.  W.  R.  Ck).   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  877. 

(e)  Maintenance  of  telephone  service^ 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  maintenance  of  telephone  in  rail- 
road stations,  see  supra,  47. 

Requiring  common  carriers  to  furnish  telephone  connection  between 
their  offices  and  the  local  telephone  exchange  as  denial  of  due  pro- 
cess, see  Constitutional  Law,  8. 

198.  The  requirement  of  the  Wisconsin  statute  (§  1797g-l  and  2), 
that  the  railroads  install  telephones  in  agency  stations  where  telephone 
service  available,  is  satisfied  by  the  installation  of  a  pay  telephone 
to  be  answered  by  the  station  agent.  Rasmussen  ▼.  Chicago,  M.  k  St. 
P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  618. 

4,  Carriage  stand  and  haggage  transfer, 

199.  That  an  arrangement  whereby  two  persons  submit  a  bid  for  the 
exclusive  privilege  of  maintaining  a  public  carriage  stand  and  baggage 
transfer  upon  railroad  station  premises  amounts  to  collusion  does  not 
render  illegal  and  award  of  the  privil^e  to  them,  where  the  railroad 
is  under  no  legal  obligation  to  make  the  award  by  competitive  bidding. 
Re  Hayes  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917B,  923. 

5.  Sites  for  grain  hins  and  elevators, 

200.  That  an  unlawful  combination  may  exist  between  grain  dealers 
to  pay  farmers  less  than  the  market  price  of  wheat  cannot  be  consid- 
ered in  a  proceeding  to  require  a  railroad  to  "permit  grain  bins  and 
portable  elevators  to  remain  on  the  right  of  way  for  the  purpose  of 
storage  and  loading  of  cars,  although  such  equipment  may  aid  in  de- 
stroying the  combination.  Jordan  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  CJo.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  182. 

6,  Passenger  train  service. 

(a)  In  general. 

Order  requiring  restoration  of  passenger  train  service  as  taking  property 
without  compensation,  see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Temporary  injunction  to  suspend  Commission  order  regulating  train 
service  pending  appeal,  see  Courts,  3. 

Mandamus  against  railroad  for  failure  to  obey  Commission  order,  re- 
quiring sufficient  number  of  seats  for  passengers,  see  Mandamus,  1. 

Duty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  that  he  may  purchase  ticket  at 
next  station,  see  Rates,  196b. 

201.  In  determining  whether  a  railroad  was  giving  adequate  and 
reasonable  local  train  service,  regard  must  be  had,  among  other  things 
to  the  size  of  the  place,  the  extent  of  the  demand  for  transportation, 
the  cost  of  furnishing  the  additional  accommodations  asked  for,  and 
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all  other  facts  bearing  upon  the  question  of  convenienee  and  ooet.  C(Ae 
T.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  417  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R. 
230). 

202.  Upon  finding  that  a  railroad  was  rendering  inadequate  passenger 
service  with  frequ^it  train  delajs  due  to  the  lack  of  adequate  motire 
power  and  car  equipment,  which  the  company  agreed  to  improve  and 
which  it  claimed  it  was  working  out  plans  to  accomplish,  the  Massa- 
chusetts Public  Service  Commission  deferred  making  a  final  disposi- 
tion of  the  case,  and  required  the  company  to  file  with  the  Commission 
a  monthly  schedule  of  the  passenger  train  delays  with  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  therefor,  and  also  a  statement  showing  the  status  of  its  plans, 
for  the  introduction  of  improved  engine  and  car  equipment.  Re  New 
York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917B,  904. 

203.  Upon  a  finding  that  antiquated  railroad  cars  should  be  replaced 
by  a  modern  type  of  cars,  and  that  the  company  had  agreed  to  replace 
a  large  number  of  cars,  the  Massachusetts  PuMio  Service  Commission 
directed  its  inspection  department  to  continue  to  give  the  matter  its 
attention,  and  to  report  to  the  Commission  from  time  to  time  when  it 
finds  other  cars  that  have  reached  the  end  of  their  reasonable  useful- 
ness, or  that  the  remaining  equipment  is  not  being  properly  repaired 
or  maintained.  Re  New  York,  N,  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
904. 

204.  Extensive  proposed  reductions  in  passenger-train  service  to  help 
relieve  freight  congestion  and  to  conserve  the  coal  supply  is  an  emer- 
gency created  by  war  were  held  not  to  appear  so  arbitrary  as  to  justify 
the  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  in  departing  from  its 
usual  procedure  of  considering  complaints  against  reduction  in  service 
after,  rather  than  before,  the  new  schedule  has  gone  into  effect.  Re 
Boston  k  A.  R.  Co.  (Mass,)  P.U.R.1917E,  673. 

206.  The  mere  fact  that  inconvenience  results  from  the  withdrawal 
of  passenger  train  service,  or  the  fact  that  the  restoration  of  such 
service  would  be  required  in  normal  times,  does  not  justify  the  order- 
ing by  a  Commission  of  the  re-establishment  of  such  service  in  time 
of  war,  when  the  withdrawal  of  a  number  of  passenger  trains  is  the 
only  way  in  which  the  railroads  can  give  efficient  aid  to  the  govem- 
^ment  in  the  prompt  handling  of  government  supplies  and  troops,  and 
provide  the  engines,  train  crews,  and  track  facilities  necessary  for  the 
expeditious  movement  of  perishable  and  other  freight,  the  transporta- 
tion of  which  is  of  great  public  importance.  Re  Passenger  Train  Service 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  887. 

(h,)    Stoppage  of  interstate  trains. 

Stoppage  of  interstate  trains  as  undue  interference  with  Interstate  com- 
merce, see  Intebstate  Commerce,  19-21. 

206.  The  Missouri  Commission  will  not  deny  requests  for  the  stopping 
of  trains  at  a  particular  station,  which  can  be  accorded  without  serious- 
ly interfering  with  present  schedules,  on  the  plea  of  the  company  that,  if 
the  request  is  granted,-  it  will  lead  to  numerous  requests  of  like  char- 
acter, which,  if  granted,  would  seriously  interfere  with  such  schedules. 
Poettgen  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  k  P.  R.  Co.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917B,  680. 
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207.  A  railroad  company  which  has  only  mnning  privilegefl  orer  a 
certain  line  of  railroad  cannot  be  compelled  to  stop  its  through  trains 
at  local  stations,  and  the  fact  that  this  service  has  been  yoluntarily 
famished  for  a  number  of  years  does  not,  of  itself,  ripen  into  a  right 
to  demand  a  continuation  of  the  same.  Fostoria  Chamber  of  Commerce 
V.  Toledo  &  O.  C.  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.UJ1.1917F,  841. 

(o)  Sleeping  can. 

ISufficiency  of  evidence  as  to  Pullman  traffic  to  justify  failure  to  increase 

service,  see  Evidence,  9. 
Power  of  Commission  to  compel  sleeping  car  service,  see  supra,  44,  45. 
Order  requiring  railroads  to  attach  a  sleeping  car  although  unprofitable, 

see  Return,  24,  24a. 

208.  An  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  that  a  railroad  fur- 
nish sleeping  car  service  for  one  year  and  keep  an  accurate  account  of 
the  earnings  of  the  car  for  that  period,  and  that  the  company  might 
then,  with  all  the  facts  before  it,  make  an  application  for  a  change  in 
tiie  order,  will  not  be  set  aside  as  unreasonable  where  the  service  had 
previously  been  maintained  for  a  period  of  over  thirty  years,  no  evi- 
dence was  produced  showing  any  change  in  conditions,  and  the  state- 
ment of  the  company,  which  tended  to  show  loss  in  the  service,  covered 
a  period  of  a  little  over  three  months  only,  and  did  not  show  the  total 
earnings  of  the  car.  State  ex  rel.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  971   (S.  C.  269  Mo.  634,  192  S.  W.  86). 

209.  That  additional  Pullman  car  service  would  not  be  entirely  com- 
pensatory is  not  of  itself  a  sufficient  justification  for  refusal  to  furnish 
adequate  and  convenient  service.  Arizona  Corp.  Commission  v.  Arizona 
Eastern  R.  Co.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1917D,  706. 

209a.  An  order  of  the  Commission  requiring  a  railroad  to  attach  a 
sleeping  car  to  a  train  on  its  run  between  two  cities  and  return  is  un- 
reasonable and  unjust  where  the  cities  are  but  50  miles  apart,  the  initial 
run  begins  at  7:45  a.  m.  and  the  return  trip  is  concluded  at  9  o'clock 
T.  ic.,  the  train  already  carries  buffet  cars  and  the  sleeping  cars  could 
be  carried  only  at  a  loss.  Chesapeake  &  0.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
Commission  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  104  (S.  C.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  89  S.  E. 
844). 

7.  Freight  cars. 

(a)  In  general. 

Validity  of  state  order  requiring  railroad  to  furnish  tank  cart  for  ship- 
ment of  gasolene,  see  Constitutional  Law,  16. 

Tendering  gondola  car  to  shipper  who  has  asked  for  flat  car  as  re- 
lieving railroad  from  liability  under  California  demurrage  rules, 
bee  Damages,  1. 

Sufficiency  of  complaint  against  rule  as  to  unloading  of  freight  cars, 
see  Pleading,  2. 

Annotation  on  freight  car  service,  P.U.R.1017E,  p.  896. 
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210.  The  Illinois  CommiBsion  by  a  general  order  requires  all  railroads 
to  return  promptly  all  coal  cars  to  lines  owning  such  cars.  Re  Exchange 
A  Return  of  Coal  Cars  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  724. 

211.  A  oommon  carrier  is  obliged  to  furnish  cars  for  loading  beyond 
its  own  lines,  if  it  holds  itself  out  as  a  carrier  beyond  its  own  rails; 
or  if  it  has  established  a  joint  and  through  rate  beyond  its  own  lines; 
or  if  it  is  required,  by  law,  to  establish  and  maintain  a  through  route. 
Grant  v.  Ohio  Electric  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  779. 

212.  A  railroad  company  has  complied  with  its  duty  to  provide  rea- 
sonably for  transportation  of  freight,  although  it  has  not  furnished 
a  particular  shipper  all  the  cars  he  has  ordered;  it  appearing  that 
its  equipment  was  sufficient  to  meet  ordinary  demands  of  shippers 
alon<j  its  lines;  and  that  the  demand  of  the  particular  shipper  was 
made  at  a  time  when  there  was  a  large  increase  in  the  amount  of 
business  offered  and  when  its  supply  of  cars  were  insufficient  to  meet 
requirements;  and  that  it  could  not  itself  obtain  additional  equipment; 
and  that  there  was  no  discrimination.  Grant  v.  Ohio  Electric  R.  Co. 
(Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  779. 

213.  It  is  reasonable  to  require  the  fumbhing  of  equipment  for  the 
shipment  of  a  product  such  as  gasolene  which  constitutes  the  chief  re- 
source of  a  state,  since  this  is  not  a  case  of  furnishing  special  cars  for 
special  manufactured  products  limited  in  its  quantity  and  in  its  use. 
Lawton  Ref.  Co  v.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
690. 

214.  A  rule  requiring  cars  used  for  the  shipment  of  cordwood,  etc.,  to 
be  loaded  to  the  full  cubical  capacity  of  the  car  furnished  by  the  carrier, 
although  the  shipper  may  have  ordered  a  smaller  car,  was  upheld  where 
the  evidence  failed  to  show  that  the  complainant  had  been  inconvenienced 
or  had  suffered  damage  by  reason  of  the  rule.  Western  Retail  Lumber- 
men's Asso.  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917C,  915. 

(h)   Spotting  cars. 

Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars  at  terminal  on  request  of  consignee  so  that 
contents  may  be  hauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see  (Institution- 
al Law,  81. 

215.  A  rule  requiring  a  shipper  or  consignee  of  freight  delivered  in 
carload  lots  on  a  public  bulk  delivery  track  also  used  for  the  delivery 
of  carload  lots  to  other  consignees,  and  for  the  delivery  and  receipt  of 
freight  to  and  from  the  freight  station,  all  involving  car  movements 
past  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the  property  of  the  said  shipper  or  con- 
signee, as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  placing  of  cars  for  the  loading 
or  unloading  of  his  freight  at  a  designated  point  on  said  track,  first, 
to  waive  his  right  to  reimbursement  for  loss  or  damage  by  fire  to  his 
property,  or  property  in  his  possession  or  under  his  control,  when 
caused  by  engines  while  operating  upon  or  doing  work  in  connection 
with  said  track,  is  unreasonable.  Public  Utilities  (Commission  v.  Boston 
A  M.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  482. 

216.  A  railroad  company  may  be  required  to  spot  cars  at  its  terminal 
upon  request  of  the  consignee,  so  tiiat  the  contents  can  be  unloaded  and 
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be  hauled  by  an  electric  railway,  to  the  extent  that  the  electric  road 
aenrice  does  not  compete  with  the  steam  road.  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission V.  Portland  Terminal  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  43. 

S,  Side  tracks. 

Ab  to  the  jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  the  construction  of 
switches  and  side  tracks,  see  supra,  50. 

Requiring  railroads  to  provide  sidetrack  facilities  to  industries  as  de- 
nial of  due  process,  see  CoNSTiTUTioirAL  Law,  25,  25a. 

Annotation  of  switching  and  sidetrack  facilities,  P.U.R.1917F,  p. 
493. 

Annotation  on  fumishiiig  and  repairing  a  sidetrack,  P.U.R.1917£y 
p.  899. 

217.  A  lumber  company  will  not  be  denied  the  shipping  privileges  of 
a  certain  railroad  which  would  be  affiorded  by  the  construction  of  a 
spur  track  merely  on  the  theory  that  mill  owners  connected  with  a 
competing  railroad  have  by  law  acquired  the  right  through  such  lo- 
cation, to  demand  and  expect  the  privilege  of  bidding  in  the  open  mar- 
ket for  the  logs  of  such  lumber  company.  Oconto  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W. 
R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  370. 

218.  The  Ohio  Commission  will  not  order  a  railroad  to  connect  its 
lines  with  a  proposed  spur  track  to  a  nearby  mine,  on  the  complaint 
of  one  who  has  not  yet  secured  a  right  of  way  therefor  and  who  has 
nothing  to  offer  in  the  way  of  traffic.  Finley  v.  Dillonvale  &  S.  R.  Co. 
(Ohio)  P.U.R.1917F,  643. 

219.  A  railroad  company  must  provide  sufficient  facilities  for  the 
traffic  over  additional  tracks  authorized  to  be  laid  by  statute,  for  the 
"purpose  of  facilitating  rapid  transit  and  accommodating  local  traffic.'* 
Taxpayers  Alliance  v.  New  York  &  H.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  248. 

220.  The  fact  that  a  shipper  agrees  to  assume  the  expense  necessary 
to  grade,  drain,  and  ballast  the  roadbed  of  a  proposed  switch  or  side 
track  does  not  alter  the  rule  that  a  railroad  company  be  com- 
pelled to  construct  such  a  facility  on  its  own  ground  for  the  use  of  an 
individual  shipper.  Main  Line  Stone  Co.  v.  Philadelphia  &  W.  R.  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  70. 

221.  The  fact  that  a  siding  is  to  extend  to  some  point  on  the  public 
highway  does  not  alter  the  rule  that  a  railroad  company  cannot  be  com- 
pelled to  construct  a  switch  or  side  track  on  its  own  ground  for  the  use 
of  an  individual  shipper,  where  there  is  no  demand  for  such  a  facility 
except  by  one  shipper.  Maine  Line  Stone  Co.  v.  Philadelphia  &  W.  R. 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  70. 

222.  A  mill  does  not  abut  on  a  railroad  right  of  way  within  the  mean- 
ing of  a  statute  authorizing  a  Commission  to  order  the  construction  of 
a  switch  in  such  a  case,  where  a  public  street  intervenes  etween  the 
structure  and  the  company's  line.  Chicago  ft  E.  I.  R.  Co.  v.  Public 
Service  Commission  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  876  (S.  C.  —  Ind.  — ,  114 
N.  E.  414). 
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P.  FUyHcal  connection. 

Jurisdiction  of  CommiBBion  to  require  physical  connection  between  rail- 
roads, see  supra,  35-37. 

Validity  of  statute  requiring  track  connections  for  interchange  of  cars 
between  railroads,  see  CJonstitutional  Law,  24. 

Power  of  North  Carolina  Commission  to  disregard  contract  between 
utilities  relative  to  character  of  interlocking  plant,  see  Constitu- 
TioxAL  Law,  72. 

Annotation  on  physical  connection  between  railroads,  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  240. 

223.  No  general  rule  may  be  laid  down  aa  to  wheai  an  administrative 
board  may  or  may  not  require  conunon  carriers  to  install  connecting 
tracks  for  the  interchange  of  freight  and  cart,  aa  the  determination  of 
that  question  must  depend  upon  all  the  circumstances  of  each  particular 
case.  Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (a  D.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  983. 

224.  In  determining  whether  .railroads  should  be  required  to  estab- 
lish track  connections  for  the  interchange  of  cara  and  traffic  at  a  par- 
ticular point,  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  public  convenience, 
the  saving  in  time  and  expense  to  shippers,  the  volume  of  traffic,  the 
importance  of  the  place  as  a  distributing  center,  the  creation  of  new 
business  due  to  the  opening  up  of  new  territory  to  shippers,  the  revenue 
to  the  carriers,  and  the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  the  track. 
Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
983. 

225.  Railroads  cannot  successfully  urge  against  the  establishment  of 
track  connections,  that  the  rates  and  switching  charges  for  the  trans- 
fer of  cars  and  freight  would  be  unremunerative,  where  the  statute  pro- 
viding for  track  connections  makes  it  the  duty  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sioners to  prescribe  reasonable  rates  for  the  transfer  of  freight,  and  rea- 
sonable rules  for  the  transfer  and  return  of  equipment  upon  ordering 
connections  to  be  established.  Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P. 
R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917B,  983. 

226.  The  mere  fact  that  the  physical  connection  of  the  tracks  of  two 
railroad  companies  will  save  the  citizens  of  a  town  a  large  siun  of  money 
in  drayage  charges  will  not  justify  the  ordering  of  such  a  connection; 
especially  under  abnormal  crop  and  war  conditions,  requiring  the  com- 
paines  to  forego  all  except  the  most  imperative  expenditures.  Chamber 
of  Commerce  v.  St.  Louis  k  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  696. 

227.  An  order  requiring  physical  connection  between  railroads  is  un- 
warranted where  such  connection  will  result  in  permitting  <me  railroad 
to  use  the  tracks  and  terminal  facilities  of  the  other  company  imder  a 
statute  (New  York  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  §  35,  Consol.- 
Laws,  chap.  48;  Laws  1910,  chap.  480)  requiring  common  carriers  to 
afford  all  reasonable  and  equal  facilities  for  the  interchange  of  traffic, 
but  providing  that  "this  section  shall  not  be  construed  to  require  a  com- 
mon carrier  to  permit  or  allow  any  other  common  carrier  to  uae  ita 
tracks  or  terminal  facilitiei."    People  ex  rel.  New  York  C.  B.  Co.  t. 
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PuWic  Service  Commissioii  (N.  Y.)  P.UJLlfilTD,  230  (S.  C.  177  App. 
Div.  218,  163  N.  Y.  Supp.  77f ). 

h.  Street  railtraya. 

i.  In  generoL 

Order  regulating   street   railway   service  as   denial  of  constitutional 
rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  22. 

Annotation  on  service  by  street  railways,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  694. 
Annotation  on  street  railway  stations  and  stops,  P.U.R.1917F,  p; 
696. 

228.  The  duty  of  a  street  railroad  to  provide  adequate  service  requires 
preparation  for  the  near  future  growth  of  the  community,  and  is  not 
discharged  by  the  mere  adequate  transportation  of  the  actual  existing 
traffic.    Re  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917B,  326. 

229.  A  street  railway  company  will  be  required  to  complete  the  con- 
struction of  a  line  and  operate  it,  although  operation  will  be  unprofit- 
able where  the  obligation  to  build  and  operate  is  imposed  by  a  statute 
as  a  consideration  for  permitting  a  railroad  company  to  acquire,  con- 
trary to  law  and  public  policy,  the  street  railway  capital  stock,  and 
where  the  statute,  accepted  by  both  companies,  was  sought  by  the 
railroad  with  the  belief  that  the  street  railway  line  would  develop 
sufficient  long  haul  business  for  the  railroad  to  offset  any  street  rail- 
way loss.  Huntington  v.  Berkshire  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
917. 

230.  Street  railway  surface  lines  operating  over  drawbridges  should 
establish  positive  stops  at  a  reasonable  braking  distance  from  each 
drawbridge  to  protect  traffic  in  either  direction,  and  erect  at  each  stop- 
ping place  a  stop  sign,  visible  night  and  day;  should  apply  to  the 
municipal  authorities  for  the  placing  by  the  authorities,  at  a  reasona- 
ble braking  distance  at  each  end  of  each  drawbridge,  of  gates  painted 
with  alternative  white  and  black  diagonal  stripes  and  provided  at  night 
with  red  lights,  the  gates  to  be  illuminated  and  interlocked  with  the 
bridge  machinery  so  that  the  same  cannot  be  operated  unless  the  gates 
are  closed;  and,  if  it  is  impracticable  to  secure  the  placing  of  the  gates, 
should  install  smashboard  signals  properly  placed  and  interlocked.  Re 
Ft.  Point  Channel  Accident  (Mass.)   P.U.R.1917A,  635. 

231.  That  some  former  and  prospective  patrons  of  the  business  houses 
in  certain  portions  of  the  city  find  it  more  convenient  since  the  rerout- 
ing of  the  street  car  system  to  go  to  other  business  portions  of  the  city 
to  trade  is  of  itself  insufficient  to  warrant  an  interference  with  the  sys- 
tem of  operation  that  was  installed  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  entire  city 
and  the  safety  and  convenience  of  the  public  generally.  Central  German- 
town  Ave.  Business  Asso.  v.  Philadelphia  Rapid  Transit  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  982. 

232.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  recommended  that 
through  street  cars  that  rim  over  the  tracks  of  connecting  railway  com- 
panies for  comparatively  short  distances  should  be  operated  without 
a  change  of  crews  under  some  plan  that  would  effectively  protect  the  in- 

P.UJR.1917  Dig.— 28. 
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terests   of  the  different  companies.     Martin  t.  Boston   Elev.  H.   Co. 
(Mass.)  P.U.R.1917D,  929. 

233.  The  segregation  of  miners  by  providing  special  cars  for  them, 
or  reserving  a  compartment  for  them,  in  order  to  prevent  men  and 
women,  in  their  ordinary  attire,  from  having  their  clothing  ruined  by 
contract  with  them,  is  not  practicable.  Shenandoah  t.  Schuylkill  R.  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  36. 

234.  Street  railway  car-traffic  data  should  deal  with  the  entire  run 
of  the  car,  and  not  with  a  section  of  it,  if  the  charter  and  adeqiuicy 
of  the  accommodation  is  to  be  ascertained.  Shenandoah  v.  Schuylkill 
R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  36. 

2.  Carriage  of  freight,  baggage,  and  eocpreae. 

235.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Massachusetts  Commission  to  encourage 
street  railway  freight  and  express  service  and  the  use  of  twoH^r  trains 
in  such  service  where  it  will  not  interfere  with  the  passenger  service 
nor  imperil  public  safety  and  convenience.  Re  Boston  Elev.  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  326. 

236.  A  street  railway,  authorized  by  the  local  authorities  or  by  the 
Commission  to  act  as  a  common  carrier  of  newspapers,  baggage,  express 
matter,  and  freight,  has  authority  to  operate  two-car  trains  in  such 
service  unless  the  grant  expressly  forbids  it,  but  such  authority  may 
be  modified  or  terminated  at  any  time  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
local  authorities  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission.  Re  Boston  Elev. 
R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  326. 

237.  Street  railways  should  be  allowed  to  act  as  'common  carriers  of 
newspapers,  baggage,  express,  and  freight  where  they  have  proper  fa- 
cilities therefor,  and  the  additional  service  can  be  performed  without 
congestion  of  traffic  or  menace  to  public  safety,  or  without  inconven- 
ience to  regular  passenger  business.  Re  Worcester  &  W.  Street  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)   P.U.R.1917F,  589. 

8.  Car  equipment, 

238.  The  center  entrance  type  of  street  cars  is  preferable  in  large 
cities,  since  accidents  to  boarding  and  alighting  passenp^ers  are  mini- 
mized.    Re  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917B,  325. 

239.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  authorized  cer- 
tain street  and  elevated  railways  to  operate,  upon  lines  of  light  traffic, 
one-man  cars  with  safety  devices  which  automatically  shut  off  the 
power,  apply  the  brakes,  sand  the  track,  and  open  the  doors  in  case  the 
motorman  should  for  any  cause,  while  the  car  is  in  operation,  remove 
his  hand  from  the  controller  handle,  the  authority  being  granted  upon 
the  understanding  that  it  might  at  any  time  be  withdrawn  if  the 
operation  of  the  cars  should  prove  dangerous  to  public  safety  or  inade- 
quate for  the  traveling  public.  Re  Brockton  &  P.  Street  R.  Co.  ( Mass. ) 
P.U.R.1917C,  968. 

240.  The  old  and  obsolete  type  of  street  railway  rope  fenders  made  of 
steel  tubing  and  rope  netting  should  be  replaced  by  those  of  more 
modern  steel  construction,  which  should  be  hung  not  over  10  or  12 
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inches  above  the  top  of  the  rails.    Shenandoah  v.  SohuykiU  R.  €o.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  36. 

4,  Seating  capaeUy;  number  of  cwn*s* 
See  also  infra^  248. 

241.  A  street  railway  company  should  have  a  sufficient  number  of 
cars  to  keep  8  per  cent  in  reserve  for  repairs  and  emergencies.  Re 
Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  325. 

242.  Closed  street  cars  to  the  number  of  1,943  do  not  furnish  ade- 
quate winter  service  by  a  system  carrying  354J00,113  passengers  an- 
nually, where  1,841  cars  were  no  more  than  sufficient  in  a  prior  year 
when  305,977,350  passengers  were  carried,  even  though  the  number  of 
cars  need  not  necessarily  increase  in  exact  proportion  to  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  passengers.  Re  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  326. 

243.  Street  railway  cars  with  a  seating  capacity  of  only  twenty-four 
to  twenty-six  passengers  are  unsuitable  for  heavy  traffic  in  a  large  city 
like  Brooklyn,  New  York,  and  should  be  retired  for  cars  with  a  seating 
capacity  of  fifty -eight  passengers;  and  cars  with  a  seating  capacity 
of  thirty  passengers  should  be  at  least  gradually  replaced.  Re  Brook- 
lyn Heights  R.  Co.(N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  325. 

244.  Elements  to  be  considered  in  determining  whether  street  car 
service  is  adequate  are  the  sufficiency  of  the  number  of  cars  to  provide 
comfortable  aecommodaticms,  capacity  of  the  ears,  frequency  of  opera- 
tion, and  limitations  imposed  by  maximum  points  of  loading  and  traffic 
movement.    Re  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  325. 

245.  The  inability  of  a  street  railway  company  to  provide  for  special 
or  unexpected  crowds,  on  a  few  hours'  notice,  does  not  authorize  it  to 
neglect  its  obligation  to  furnish  adequate  and  convenient  service  to  its 
regular  patrons  who  come  and  go  daily,  except  where  traffic  conditions 
are  too  congested  to  permit  the  installation  of  sudi  service.  Shenandoah 
V.  Schuylkill  R.  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  36. 

5.  Bush'haur  service.  • 

246.  The  duty  of  a  street  railway  to  render  adequate  rush-hour  serv- 
ice is  not  dependent  upon  ability  to  earn  an  adequate  return.  Re  Brook- 
lyn Heights  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  325. 

247.  The  overcrowding  of  street  cars  during  rush  hours  should  not  be 
regulated  by  health  ordinances  limiting  the  number  of  passengers  which 
may  be  carried  on  cars.  Re  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.  (X.  Y.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  325. 

248.  It  is  not  a  reasonable  standard  of  service  to  operate  street  rail- 
way cars  during  rush  hours  with  a  standing  load  of  from  60  to  100 
per  cent    Re  Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917B,  325. 

6.  Sanitation  of  cars. 

249.  A  street  railway  company  should  endeavor  to  prevent  smoking 
and  spitting  in  the  cars  by  adopting  and  posting  a  rule  against  such 
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practices  in  all  its  cars,  and  by  posting  notices  in  the  cars  of  mtinicipal 
ordinances  covering  such  matters  and  by  making  every  reasonable  effort 
to  enforce  such  rule  and  ordinances.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission 
V.  Centralia  Tra^ion  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  806. 

250.  A  street  railway  company  was  required  to  sweep  out  its  cars 
each  roimd  trip  in  addition  to  the  general  cleaning  which  the  cars  re- 
ceived  at  night  where  the  great  majority  of  its  passengers  were  work- 
men, employed  at  coal  mines  and  at  railroad  shops  and  yards,  who 
boarded  the  cars  without  bathing  or  chaining  their  clothing.  State 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Centralia  Traction  Co.  (111.)  P.UJi. 
1917F,  806. 

<•  Telegraphs. 

251.  A  telegraph  company  may  refuse  to  render  stock  quotation 
ticker  service  to  one  conducting  a  bucket  shop  at  the  time  of  making^ 
application  for  the  service  and  filing  complaint  with  the  Commission, 
and  who  will  use  the  quotation  in  that  business,  where  the  keeping^ 
of  a  bucket  shop  and  the  communication  of  quotations  to  be  used  therein 
is  made  unlawful  by  statute,  although  the  service  is  furnished  to  othera 
in  the  same  business.  Schauble  v.  Western  U.  Tel^.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.IL 
1917B,  932  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  667). 

j.  Telephones, 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  patrons  to  connect  their  instnimenta 
with  exchange  outside  the  corporate  limits,  see  Ck>HicisaioHS,  38. 

Consolidation  of  telephone  system  to  improve  service  not  against  pub- 
lic policy,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Salb,  7. 

Proper  parties  to  remedy  defective  service  on  rural  mutual  telephone 
lines,  see  Pabties,  10. 

Reasonableness  of  increasing  telephone  rates  to  reduce  length  of  oon- 
versations,  see  Ratss,  272. 

Annotation  on  telephone  service,  P.U.R.1917F,  p.  892. 

1.  In  general, 

252.  A  telephone  company  should  be  allowed  reasonable  latitude  to 
adopt  and  enforce  such  regulations  as  will  permit  it  to  render  reason- 
able and  efficient  service.  Citizens  Coal  Co.  v.  Mountain  States  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  882. 

253.  Courts  and  Commissions  ought  not  to  interfere  with  the  estab- 
lished rules  and  practices  of  telephone  companies  on  accoimt  of  inci- 
dental inconveniences  and  trivial  troubles  to  which  the  conduct  of  all 
business  is  necessarily  subject.  Citizens  Coal  (ITo.  v.  Mountain  States 
Teleph.  A  Tel^.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  882. 

254.  An  extension  of  unlimited  free  service  to  city  subscribers  over 
rural  telephone  lines  connected  with  the  exchange,  rather  than  a  reduc- 
tion in  telephone  rates,  was  ordered  where  the  existing  rates  were  not 
high  as  compared  with  other  teleplKmes  in  the  atate,  and  tihe  annual 
surplus  produced  by  existing  rates  was  sufficient  to  provide  additional 
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lines  to  reduce  the  number  of  rural  subecribers  on  a  line,  to  give  ade- 
<{uate  service  with  dtj  subscribers  talking  out  free.  Sparta  t.  Monroe 
County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  507. 

255.  Telephone  senriee  was  not  so  unsatisfactory  as  to  require  action 
by  a  Commission  where  the  poor  service  was  due  to  temporary  condi-. 
tions  in  effecting  a  consolidation  of  two  plants  and  the  Commission 
found  that  an  honest  effort  was  being  made  to  render  good  service. 
CcBur  D'Alene  t.  Public  Utilities  Conmiission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917B, 
34S  (S.  C.  29  Idaho,  508,  160  Pac.  751). 

256.  A  rural  telephone  company  which  is  obliged  to  furnish  reason- 
ably adequate  service  and  facilities  for  the  accommodation  of  the  public 
cannot  refuse  to  extend  service  to  an  applicant  on  the  theory  that  an 
additional  phone  attached  to  the  line  would  injure  the  service,  if  the 
service  will  not  seem  materially  impaired;  especially  where  the  com- 
pany can  easily  reduce  the  number  of  subscribers  on  a  circuit  by  the 
erection  of  an  additional  wire  at  a  nominal  expense.  Re  Paulson 
<Minn.)  P.U.R.1917A,  672. 

2,  Standards. 

257.  The  New  Hampshire  Conunission  established  standards  for  tele- 
phone service  and  for  the  maintenance  of  equipment  and  lines  to  take 
effect  January  1,  1917.  Re  Standards  for  Teleph.  Service  (N.  H.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  676. 

8.  Exchange  areas  or  zones, 

258.  A  telephone  utility  is  warranted  in  dividing  its  territory  into 
distinct  exchange  areas  by  reasonable  boundaries,  and  in  refusing  to 
serve  a  subscriber  from  an  exchange  not  serving  the  area  in  which  he  is 
located.  Mclntire  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F, 
792. 

259.  Although  there  should  be  some  division  between  the  areas  sup- 
plied from  different  telephone  exchanges  whether  the  exchanges  belong 
to  the  same  company  or  to  different  companies,  such  divisions  cannot 
be  arbitrarily  made  unless  there  are  natural  boundaries  which  definitely 
separate  the  communities;  and,  in  making  these  divisions,  proper  con- 
sideration must  be  given  to  the  relative  value  of  the  service  as  affected 
by  divisions  of  the  territory.  Tallman  v.  Delaware  k  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph. 
Co.   (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917D,  390.  % 

260.  A  telephone  company  may  transfer  subscribers  to  an  exchange 
to  which  they  are  closer,  although  the  exchanges  are  IQ  miles  apart, 
where  the  toll  charge  between  the  exchanges  is  only  5  cents.  Morrill 
V.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  339. 

261.. That  the  telephone  exchanges  for  two  separate  zones  are  located 
in  the  same  building  is  not  of  itself  sufficient  ground  for  consolidating 
them,  since  the  location  of  the  switchboard  does  not  concern  the  sub- 
seriber  and  does  not  determine  the  limit  of  the  various  zones  or  ex* 
changes.    Scribner  t.  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  625. 

262.  Upon  a  complaint  against  the  exclusion  of  certain  territory  from 
an  adjoining  telephone  zone,  the  question  for  the  Commission  to  de- 
termine is  whether  the  "service,  facilities,  rulet>  regulations,  practices. 
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or  claesiflcations"  of  the  utility  in  its  methods  ol  dividing  the  territory 
are  "unsafe,  inadequate,  insufficient,  unjust,  or  unreasonable."  Scribner 
V.  Bell  Teleph.  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1017E,  525. 

263.  Public  convenience  does  not  require  the  indusioB  of  a  suburban 
settlement  in  a  city  telephone  zone  to  afford  patrons  free  connection 
to  an  adjoining  suburban  settlement  included  in  the  eity  zone,  where 
the  testimony  failed  to  show  that  the  present  arrangement  of  the  zones 
was  disadvantageous  to  the  public,  and  a  statement  of  traffic  originat- 
ing in  the  entire  zone  for  a  fourteen-day  period  showed  that  more  than 
70  per  cent  of  the  messages  were  within,  the  free  local  s^vice  area, 
29^  per  cent  were  to  the  entire  city,  which  was  divided  into  three 
zones,  and  only  4]^  per  cent  were  to  the  adjoining  settlement  and  that 
a  statement  showing  teaffic  originating  during  a  four-day  period  in  the 
settlement  sought  to  be  annexed  to  the  city  zone  showed  that  only  10.24 
per  cent  of  the  message  were  to  the  adjoining  settlement.  Scribner  v. 
Bell  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  625. 

264.  Stipulations  between  telephone  companies  as  to  territory  to  be 
served  by  each  are  not  material  on  the  question  whether  public  con- 
venience and  necessity  require  the  extension  of  the  lines  of  one  into 
territory  claimed  by  the  others;  since  in  administering  the  laws  relating 
to  telephone  service,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  cannot  be  bound  by 
agreements  of  competing  companies,  when  such  agreements,  in  effect, 
attempt  to  bind  the  utility  to  refrain  from  performing  a  statutory 
duty.     Re  Poy  Sippi  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917B,  460. 

4.  Party  line, 

265.  The  Massachusetts  precedent  that  six-party  residence  telephone 
service  is  "obsolete"  within  the  metropolitan  district,  but  that  the  four- 
party  lines  should  be  continued,  may  reasonably  be  followed,  on  an  out- 
side district  which  includes  several  smaller  towns.  Re  New  England 
Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.   (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  467. 

266.  A  Commission  is  not  shown  to  have  been  unwarranted  in  per- 
mitting the  discontinuance  of  four-party  telephone  service,  where  it  ap- 
pears that  the  general  practice  throughout  the  state  is  to  eliminate 
more  than  two-party  line  service  within  exchange  limits  with  the  object 
of  rendering  more  efficient  service,  and  there  is  no  evidence  showing  a 
necessity  for  a  continuance  of  the  four-party  service.  Coeur  D'Alene 
V.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917B,  348  (S.  C.  2» 
Idaho,  ^08,  160  Pac.  751). 

267.  A  telephone  company  should  add  new  rural  lines  to  prevent 
there  being  more  than  14  subscribers  on  a  line.  Re  Stratford  Teleph. 
Co.    (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917A,  434. 

6,  Numbers  and  prefixes, 

268.  A  telephone  company,  under  proper  and  neoessary  circumetanees 
and  conditions,  is  warranted  in  changing  prefixes  and  telephone  numbers; 
since  they  are  given  subscribers  largely  in  the  interest  of  efficient  oper- 
ation, and  since  switchboards  are,  for  conyenience,  eonstr«cted  to  be 
operated  with  numbers,  not  with  individual  names.  Citizens  Coal  Co. 
y.  Mountain  States  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.IU017F,  882. 
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269.  A  telephone  conipanj  is  warranted  in  changing  prefixes  with  sub- 
scribers' numbers  when  the  greatest  eflSciency  can  be  secured,  with  the 
least  trouble  and  inconvenience  to  subscribers,  by  making  such  changes. 
Citizens  Coal  Co.  v.  Moimtain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Utah) 
P.U.R.1917F,  882. 

270.  Notice,  in  a  telephone  directory,  cautioning  subscribers  against 
the  use  of  telephone  numbers  in  advertising  matter,  on  the  ground  that 
such  numbers  are  subject  to  change,  is  sufficient  notice  that  such  change 
may  be  made  at  any  time.  Citizens  Coal  Co.  v.  Moimtain  States  Teleph. 
&  Teleg.  Co.   (Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  882. 

6.  Telephone  at  po8tofflce. 

271.  A  telephone  must  be  installed  in  a  postoffice,  although  the  ap- 
plicant refuses  to  pay  arrears,  where  rentals  can  be  collected  in  ad- 
vance, and  a  telephone  is  necessary  for  public  use.  Smith  v.  Squires 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  247. 

7.  PhyBical  connections. 

Review  of  Commission,  order  requiring  physical  connection  of  telephone 
lines,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  26. 

Jurisdiction  of  South  Dakota  Commission  to  enforce  municipal  ordi- 
nance relative  to  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines,  see  Com- 
ICISSIONS,  11. 

Requiring  physical  connection  between  competing  telephone  lines  as 
denial  of  constitutional  rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  26,  27. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  order  requiring  physical  con- 
nection of  telephones,  see  Evidence,  2. 

Apporti<mment  of  expense  of  physical  connection  between  two  telephone 
systems,  see  Texjephones,  4. 

272.  Undei;  the  Minnesota  statute  authorizing  physical  connection  of 
telephones,  the  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  must  pass  upon 
the  public  convenience,  reasonable  compensation,  and  irreparable  in- 
jury to  one  or  both  telephone  companies.  Owatonna  v.  Northwestern 
Teleph.  Exch.  Co.   (Minn.)   P.U.R.1917C,  565. 

273.  Public  convenience  requires  a  physical  connection  between  the 
competing  toll  lines  of  a  telephone  system  and  the  local  exchange  of 
another  company  in  a  city  where  there  are  a  large  number  of  sub- 
scribers of  the  company  maintaining  the  toll  lines  and  of  its  affiliated 
and  connecting  companies  who  cannot  transmit  messages  from  their 
stations  to  subscribers  of  the  local  exchange,  it  appearing  that  there 
were  handled  in  the  city  during  the  preceding  year  8,854  calls  with  a 
gross  revenue  of  $2,894  on  the  toll  lines,  and  60,550  toll  messages  with 
a  gross  revenue  of  $20,470  at  the  local  exchange.  Owatonna  v.  North- 
western Teleph.  Exch.  Co.    (Minn.)   P.U.R.1917C,  565. 

274.  Public  convenience  and  necessity  require  a  physical  connection 
between  a  local  exchange  providing  the  only  facilities  for  local  tele- 
phone service  and  the  toll  lines  of  the  Bell  telephone  system,  in  a  col- 
lege town,  although  the  local  exchange  furnishes  long-distance  service 
over  the  lines  of  a  third  company,  where  it  appears  that  the  local  sub- 
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scribers  and  the  college  students  and  professors  are  put  to  great  incon- 
venience by  being  obliged  to  go  to  the  central  office  to  place  and  answer 
numerous  calls  over  the  Bell  system.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission 
V.  Lebanon  Teleph.  Exch.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  550. 

275.  Public  convenience  and  necessity  requires  a  telephone  company 
to  permit  physical  connection  with  the  lines  of  a  competing  local  com- 
pany, for  the  interchange  of  intrastate  toll  messages  to  points  on  rural 
lines  of  the  latter,  where  subscribers  of  tiie  latter  have  urgent  need  of 
the  service  in  their  homes,  especially  in  case  of  sickness  or  death,  and 
imperative  need  at  times  in  their  business;  and  without  the  connec- 
tion can  obtain  long-distance  service  only  at  great  inconvenience  or  un- 
warranted expense,  and  sometimes  cannot  get  the  iservice  after  traveling 
a  long  distance  to  a  pay  station.  Tillamook  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  Pacific  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1. 

270.  Public  necessity  for  physical  connection  between  competing  tele- 
phone lines  may  exist  in  a  particular  locality  or  localities  although 
the  evils  complained  of,  as  a  reason  therefor,  are  evils  common  to  all 
cofnpetition  between  telephone  companies;  and  such  necessity  may  ex- 
ist notwithstanding  the  evils  complained  of  may  be  avoided  by  the 
elimination  of  the  competing  company,  since  the  public  necessity  re- 
ferred to  in  the  statute  does  not  mean  absolute  necessity.  Michigan 
State  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Michigan  R.  Commission  (Mich.)  P.U.R.I017C, 
866  (S.  C.  —  Mich.  — ,  101  N.  W.  240). 

277.  A  telephone  company  will  be  required  to  permit  physical  connec- 
tion for  interchange  of  toll  messages  with  a  competitor,  where  the  cost 
of  extending  direct  service  to  many  subscribers  of  the  competitor  will  be 
more  than  the  value  of  the  service  to  them.  Tillamook  County  Mut. 
Teleph.  Co.  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1. 

278.  Satisfactory  facilities  for  communication  between  the  subscribers 
of  the  local  exchange  of  a  telephone  company  and  those  of  a  company 
having  a  toll  line  ending  in  the  same  town  are  not  furnished  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Nebraska  Physical  Connection  Stattite  (Laws  of 
1913,  §  1,  chap.  79)  by  a  connection  which  the  toll  compsmy  maintains 
between  such  town  and  an  outside  town  by  means  of  a  free-service  farm 
line.    Williams  v.  Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  901. 

279.  The  subscribers  of  a  local  telephone  company  whose  only  means 
of  communicating  with  adjoining  towns  is  over  poorly  constructed  and 
heavily  loaded  trunk  lines  may,  under  the  Nebraska  statute  (Laws  of 
1913,  §  1,  chap.  79),  demand  physical  connection  with  a  toll  line  ending 
in  the  same  town,  notwithstanding  any  equities  which  may  exist  as 
between  the  companies  themselves.  Williams  v.  Nebraska  Teleph.  Ck>. 
(Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  901. 

280.  The  policy  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  is  to  require  tele- 
phone utilities  to  maintain  their  facilities  and  to  furnish  such  service 
that  intercommunication  with  other  companies  can  be  properly  made. 
Re  Perry  County  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  910. 

281.  A  delinquent  telephone  company  which  had  permitted  physi- 
cal connection  with  other  lines,  for  valuable  long-distance  service,  to 
be  cut,  because  of  its  nonpayment  of  indebtedness  to  the  connecting 
companies,  was  required  to  apply  to  the  latter  for  a  renewal  of  the 
connection.    Smith  v.  Squires  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  247. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


SERVICE,  VIII.  k,  1.  441 

262.  PhyBkal  eonneetion  will  not  be  ordered  between  tbe  toU  lines 
of  ooe  ooapany  and  the  local  lijiee  of  another  whose  antiquated  switch- 
board and  laek  of  efficient  upkeep  of  lines  and  substation  equipment 
will  be  a  substantial  detriment  to  service  on  the  toll  lines.  Vogt  ▼. 
Linden  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  614. 

283.  A  telephone  eompany  operating  a  rural  line  within  the  trade 
territory  of  a  town  served  by  another  c<Mnpany  was  required  to  re- 
establish direct  connection  with  the  exdiange  of  the  town  company, 
and  to  pay  certain  switching  charges,  notwithstanding  the  contention 
that  the  switching  service  should  be  performed  free  by  the  town  com- 
pany. Mortenson  v.  Deuel  County  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
571. 

284.  A  telephone  company  was  denied  connections  with  a  company  in 
an  adjoining  town,  where  it  already  had  connection  with  that  company 
through  another  company  in  its  own  town  and  also  had  direct  connec- 
tion with  a  second  company  in  such  adjoining  town.  Eel  River  Telepb. 
Co.  V.  Whitley  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  810. 

285.  A  telephone  company  furnishing  physical  connection  between  its 
system  and  that  of  another  company  should  not  be  required  to  replace 
its  switchboard  and  central  office  equipment  in  the  building  occupied 
by  the  other  company,  and  resume  joint  operation  of  the  switchboard 
in  accord  with  the  former  practice  that  prevailed,  under  a  voluntary 
arrangement  which  contained  no  provision  prohibiting  either  company 
from  terminating  it  at  any  time,  where  the  subscribers  of  both  systems 
can  obtain  substantially  the  same  service  under  present  conditions  as 
they  received  wh«i  the  switchboards  were  jointly  operated.  Plymouth 
Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Farmers  Mut  Teleph.  or  Switchboard  Co.  (IlL) 
P.U.R.1917E,  464. 

286.  The  act  of  a  telephone  company  in  severing  physical  connection 
that  existed  between  its  switchboard  and  that  of  ano^er  company,  deny- 
ing to  the  subscribers  of  each  telephone  system  access  to  the  subscribers 
of  the  other  for  a  period  of  about  ten  days,  constituted  a  violation  of  a 
statute  (111.  Public  Utilities  Commission  Law,  §  44)  providing  that 
every  telephone  company  shall  receive  and  deliver  without  discrimina- 
tion or  delay  conversations  and  messages  of  every  other  telephone  com- 
pany with  which  a  joint  rate  has  been  established,  or  with  whose  line 
a  physical  connection  may  have  been  made.  Plymouth  Mut.  Teleph.  Co. 
V.  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  or  Switchboard  Co.  (111.)  P.UJC.1917E,  464. 

Ic.  Water. 

1,  In  general* 

Estoppel  from  questioning  validity  of  contract  to  furnish  city  water 

supply,  see  Estoppel,  1. 
Municipal   utility   serving   nonresidents   with    water,   see   Munioipal 

Plant,  8. 

Annotation  on  service  by  water  company,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  148. 

287.  A  water  utility  having  numerous  groups  of  consumers  was  di- 
rected to  distribute  its  water  under  one  of  two  rules:  (1)  Water  taken 
from  the  vtiHty's  transmissioa  line  and  distributed  by  the  consumers 
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themselves  to  be  paid  for  as  a  whole;  the  consumers  to  maintain  and 
repair  their  distributing  system;  (2)  where  the  utility  distributes  the 
water,  collections  to  be  made  by  the  utility  in  accordance  with  indi- 
vidual consumption  and  the  distributing  system  maintained  by  the 
utility.    Re  Murray  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  621. 

288.  A  water  utility  should  install  shut-off  valves  in  its  system 
wherever  necessary  to  prevent  an  undue  extension  of  inconvenience  when 
repairs  are  being  made  to  the  mains  and  service  pipes.  Re  Reno 
Power,  Light,  &  Water  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  765. 

289.  Rules,  regulations,  and  recommendations  as  to  service  by  water 
utilities,  including  provisions  for  ownership,  location,  and  testing  of 
meters,  bills  for  service,  and  service  connections  from  main  to  curb, 
were  adopted  by  the  New  Jersey  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commission- 
ers,  to  be  effective  March  10,  1917,  except  as  to  service  connections, 
which  provisions  are  to  be  effective  March  14,  1917.  Re  Water  Utilities 
(N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  241. 

9.  Purity. 

290.  A  water  company  whose  only  available  supply  consists  of  sur- 
face water,  fulfils  its  duty  to  its  customers,  so  far  as  purity  is  con- 
cerned, when  it  treats  the  water  in  accordance  with  the  best  known 
methods.    Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.     (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

291.  A  water  utility  should  use  its  best  efforts  in  the  formulation 
of  plans  and  devises  to  keep  dirt  from  all  its  mains  and  service  pipes. 
Re  Reno  Power,  Light,  &  Water  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  765. 

292.  A  water  utility  should  build  fences  aroimd  the  reservoirs  suffi- 
ciently high  and  tight  to  prevent  the  passage  of  small  animals  that 
might  get  into  the  reservoirs.  Re  Reno  Power,  Light  &  Water  Co. 
(Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  765. 

8»  Pressure, 

293.  It  is  the  duty  of  a  water  company  to  connect  customers  receiv- 
ing inadequate  pressure  with  a  higher  pressure  service,  where  this  can 
be  done  without  excessive  cost,  and  to  make  such  charges  therefor  as 
apply  to  the  class  of  service  furnished,  without  regard  to  the  customer's 
choice  in  the  matter.  Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.UJt.l917E, 
106. 

294.  A  plan  for  increasing  water-service  pressure  involving  an  expen- 
diture of  $1,700,000,  but  which  reduces  operating  costs  and  enables  the 
company  to  supply  new  territory,  is  preferable  to  one  involving  an  ex- 
penditure of  only  $1,600^000,  which  entails  additional  operating  costs. 
Re  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

4,   Mains  and  pipes, 

295.  Water  mains  should  not  be  less  than  4  inches  in  diameter  where 
it  is  necessary  and  practicable  to  use  a  main  of  that  size.  Re  Reno 
Power,  Light  &  Water  Co.   (Nev.)   P.U.R.1917E,  765. 

296.  Water  mains  on  wliich  fire  hydrants  are  connected  or  planned 
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to  be  eonnected  sbould  not  be  smaller  than  6  inches  in  diameter.  Ke 
Reno  Power,  Light  &  Water  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  765. 

297.  It  is  the  duty  of  a  water  utility  to  use  all  reasonable  means  to 
prerent  the  freezing  of  the  mains  and  service  pipes.  Re  Reno  Power, 
Light  ft  Water  Co.  (Jfev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  765. 

299.  A  recommendation  by  the  city  authorities  that  a  water  utility 
lower  its  mains  and  service  pipes  to  a  depth  of  at  least  3  feet  under 
ground  to  prevent  freezing  was  held  reasonable  where  it  appeared  that 
pipes  had  been  found  to  be  frozen  at  a  depth  of  30  inches.  Re  Reno, 
Power  Light  &  Water  Co.   (Nev.)   P.U.R,1917E,  765. 

299.  A  water  utility  ordered  to  lower  its  mains  to  a  greater  depth 
to  prevent  freezing  was  required  to  take  over,  maintain,  and  lower  to 
the  standard  depth  all  service  pipes  between  the  supply  mains  in  the 
street  and  the  consumer's  property  line  that  were  previously  maintained 
by  the  consumers.  Re  Reno  Power,  Light  &  Water  Co.  (Xev.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  765. 

300.  A  water  utility  should  lower  its  mains  to  insure  adequate  pro- 
tection from  the  cold,  where  subsequent  grading  of  the  streets  lowers 
the  surface  to  such  an  extent  that  the  pipes  are  not  sufficiently  covered. 
Re  Reno  Power,  Light  &  Water  Co.   (Nev.)   P.U.R.1917E,  765. 

301.  A  water  system  should  have  no  dead  ends  except  where  they 
are  unavoidable.  Re  Reno  Power,  Light  &  Water  Co.  (Nev.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  765. 

5.  Fire  protection. 

302.  A  water  utility  should  be  entitled  to  maintain  at  its  own  office, 
rather  than  at  the  headquarters  of  the  city  fire  department,  an  electric 
switch  for  opening  the  valves  connecting  the  high-pressure  line  with 
the  mains  of  the  company  in  case  of  fire,  where  the  switch  has  been 
installed  and  maintained  at  considerable  expense  by  the  utility  to  save 
the  time  required  to  send  a  man  to  open  the  valves,  and  any  carelessness 
or  oversight  in  the  operation  of  the  switch  would  result  in  damage  to 
the  company.  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co.  ( W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  22. 

303.  Fire-protection  service  should  not  be  denied  to  villages  on  the 
ground  that  they  are  not  incorporated  and  for  that  reason  have  not  the 
power  to  contract  for  such  service;  but  a  reasonable  rule  should  be 
established  whereby  the  service  can  be  procured  at  reasonable  rates. 
Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co,  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1917B, 
679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

304.  A  water  utility  may  safeguard  the  fire-protection  system  by 
refusing  to  allow  hydrants  to  be  used  for  purposes  other  than  fire, 
where  proper  and  sufficient  water  cranes  are  furnished  by  the  utility 
to  meet  municipal  sprinkling  requirements.  Bradley  Beach  v.  Mon- 
mouth County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  602. 

6.  Furnishing  surplus  water  for  irrigation, 

305.  A  water  utility  should  give  its  existing  consumers  a  preference 
over  other  persons  to  purchase  surplus  water  for  irrigation  purposes. 
Re  Murray  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  621. 
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306.  Water  utilities  in  California  were  authorized  to  deliver  surplus 
water  for  irrigation  of  additional  lands  during  the  emergency  created 
by  the  war,  and  to  require  as  a  condition  thereto  that  consumers  «ign 
a  stipulation  that  they  wiU  never  claim  that  such  delivery  of  water 
has  amounted  to  or  is  evidence  of  a  dedication,  or  that  it  has  in  any 
way  prejudiced  the  legal  rights  of  the  water  utility.  Re  Delivery  of 
Surplus  Water  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  399. 

7.  NoUce  of  intention  to  cut  off  aupply, 

307.  The  Pennsylvania  Commission  required  a  water  utility  to  adopt 
some  definite  method  of  notifying  consumers  of  its  intention  t^^shut 
oflf  its  water  supply  when  it  becomes  necessary  to  do  so,  and  to  report 
to  the  Commission  the  method  it  proposed  to  adopt.  Wise  v.  West 
Reading  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  737. 

308.  Notice  should  be  given  of  the  temporary  stoppage  of  water  serv- 
ice in  order  that  customers  may  store  water  to  last  them  for  the  short 
period  while  the  service  is  off,  and  that  customers  may  take  necessary 
precautions  with  regard  to  kitchen  boilers  and  heating  apparatus.  Re 
Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

309.  A  rule  permitting  a  company  to  shut  off  water  without  notice, 
for  neglect  or  refusal  to  comply  with  rules  and  regulations  of  the  com- 
pany, should  be  modified  so  as  to  provide  for  discontinuance  only  after 
due  notice.  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
217. 

SERVICE  CHARGE. 

Generally,  see  Rates,  68-79. 

Distinction  between  minimum  charge  and  readiness  to  serve  charge, 

see  Rates,  68. 
Rate  schedule  imposing  minimum  service  charge  as  not  violating 

franchise  fixing  maximum  rate,  see  Rates,  74. 
Method  of  computing  readiness  to  serve  charge  for  natural  gas  util* 

ity,  see  Rates,  187. 
Maximum  annual  charge  for  rural  telephone,  see  Rates,  276. 

SERVICE  CONDmOK. 

As  measure  of  depreciation,  see  Valuation,  21-24. 

SERVICE  CONNECTIONS. 

Right  of  electric  utility  to  charge  fee  for  inspecting  installations 
made  by  persons  not  connected  with  the  utility,  see  Rates,  138. 

Natural  gas  company  upon  abandoning  service,  to  refund  to  con- 
sumers money  expended  in  procuring  fixtures,  etc.,  see  Service, 
88. 

Ownership,  care,  and  maintenance  of  meters  and  other  service  ac- 
cessories, see  Service,  107-142. 

Standards  for  the  installation  of  electrical  services,  see  Sbbvicb, 
129. 

Reasonableness  of  rule  requiring  service  <  pipe  and  box  to  be  kept 
in  repair  by  property  owner,  see  Sebvicx,  131. 
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CTapitalisation  of  expense  of  installkig,  see  Valitation,  212. 
Valuation  of  unused  service  connections,  see  yALtiATiON,  276. 
Valuation  of  service  connections  not  paid  for  by  utOitiee,  see  Valu* 
ATION,  289-292. 

SERVICE  OF  PROCESS. 

Service  of  process  on  defendant  in  different  states,  see  FlkocBSS,  1. 
Service  of  answer  in  proceeding  before  Commission,  see  Pbocess,  2. 

SERVICES. 

Furnishing  certain  services  free  to  some  subscribers  as  discrimina- 
tion, see  Discrimination,  120. 

Allowances  for  services  donated  by  officers,  see  Valuation,  286, 
286. 

SET-OFP. 

Right  to  set  off  claim  against  telephone  charges,  see  Pathent,  1. 
Right  to  set  off  undercharre  for  service  furnished  to  one  property 

in  proceeding  to  recover  overcharge  for  service  furnished  a 

separate  property,  see  Reparation,  13. 

SEVERAKCE  DAMAGES. 

Consideration  of  severance  damages  in  fixing  value  of  railroad  lands 
^    for  rate  making,  see  Valuation,  309. 

SEWERS. 

Rates  of  depreciation  of  system,  see  Depreciation,  53. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates,  267. 

Amount  of  return  for  sewer  company,  see  Return,  100. 

SHERIFFS. 

Free  passes  to  public  offU»rs  as  compensation  for  fees,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 89,  90. 

SHIPMENTS. 

End  of  interstate  character  of  shipment  on  steam  roads  where 
goods  are  to  be  unloaded  and  delivered  by  electric  road,  see 
Interstate  Commerce,  3. 

Jii^iadtction  of  state  Commission  idiere  shipments  between  two 
points  in  state,  passes  through  another  state,  see  Interstate 
Commerce,  7. 

GJeneral  order  permitting  reparation  for  misrouting  shipments,  see 
Reparation,  9. 

Failure  to  protest  at  time  of  payment  as  affecting  right  to  repara- 
tion of  overcharges  for  transportation  of  goods,  see  Repara- 
tion, 15. 

SHIPPERS. 

See  generally,  Consumebs  And  Patrons. 

Reduced  rate  to  shipper  furnishing  cars,  see  Discrimination,  61. 
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Duty  of  railroad  rendering  service  to  shipper  beyond  its  line  to 
render  same  service  to  others,  see  Discrimination,  115. 

Effect  of  furnishing  smaller  or  larger  cars  than  those  ordered  by 
shippers,  see  Rates,  237,  238. 

8HIP8. 

See  Steamboats. 

SHOE  FACTORIES. 

Discrimination  by  municipal  plant  in  furnishing  free  water  to,  see 
Discrimination,  37. 

SHORTAGE. 

Preference  to  be  given  to  natural  gas  consumers  in  case  of  shortage, 
see  Discrimination,  111. 

Duty  of  railroad  under  Illinois  statute,  as  to  distribution  of  cars 
in  time  of  shortage,  see  Discrimination,  114. 

Of  cars  as  ground  for  increasing  minimum  carload  weight,  see 
Rates,  240. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  give  preference  to  domestic  con- 
sumers in  case  of  shortage  of  supply,  see  SsRviOEy  178. 

SHORT  TIME  SERVICTE. 

Additional  charge  for,  as  unreasonable,  see  Discrimination,  95. 
Reasonableness  of  rule  providing  for  telephone  installation  charge 

for,  see  Payment,  22. 
Flat  rate  for,  see  Rates,  86. 
Rate  for  seasonal  service,  see  Rates,  87,  88. 
Electric  rates  for,  see  Rates,  169. 

SHRINKAGE. 

Of  natural  gas,  see  Natural  Gas,  2-4. 

Allowance  for  shrinkage  when  estimating  cost  of  *  exoavatioa  by 
size  of  embankment,  see  Valuation,  28. 

SHUT-OFF  VALVE. 

See  Valves. 

SICK  BEITEFITS. 

Payment  of  sick  and  accident  benefits  to  employees,  see  Bktubn, 
164. 

SIDETRACKS. 

Requiring  railroad  to  provide  sidetrack  facilities  to  industries  as 
denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  26,  25a, 

Sidetrack  as  public  purpose  for  which  property  may  be  taken, 
see  Eminent  Domain,  1,  2. 

When  construction  of  spur  track  is  not  shown  to  be,  unreasonably 
harmful  to  the  public  interests,  see  Evidence,  7. 

Right  to  extend  spur  track  into  competing  territory,  see  Monopoly 

AND  CJOMPETITION,  21. 
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Statutory  power  of  Commission  over  construction  of  switohee  or 

sidetracks,  see  Sxryige,  50.  ^ 

Service  by  means  of,  see  Sebyigb,  217-222. 

8IOKAL8. 

Rules  of  Illinois  Commission  relative  to  signals  at  grade  crossings, 
see  Crossings,  17,  18. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  electric  railway  signal  boxes  and  similar  attachments  on 
wood  poles  earrying  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.1017C, 
p.  950. 

Illinois  rules  for  construction  of  supply  systems  and  signal  systems 
in  parallel  lines,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  878. 

Tables  showing  sags  of  conductor  in  situations  of  hazard,  P.U.R. 
191 7 A,  p.  888. 

snnukRiTT. 

Necessity  of  similarity  of  conditions  in  comparison  of  rates,  see 
Rates,  100-110. 

SIKOLE  BILL. 

Single  bill  for  several  installations,  see  Discbimination,  60. 

SUfOZiE  IND1TBTBT. 

Supplying  energy  to  single  industry  as  "distribution,"  see  Service, 

144. 

SINKING  FUND. 

As  method  of  computing  depreciation,  see  Depreciation,  13-17. 
Depreciation  of  water  system  estimated  on  sinking-fund  basis,  see 

Depreciation,  50. 
Municipal  acquisition  of  plant  to  be  effected  by  taxation  or  city 

bonds  and  not  by  fund  created  by  excessive  rates  prescribed  by 

municipal  franchise,  see  Return,  173* 

BIX  CENT  FARE. 

For  street  railway,  see  Rates,  261. 

SIX  PARTT  LINE. 

As  obsolete,  see  Service,  265. 

siz:^. 

Of  water  mains,  see  Service,  206,  296. 

SKILL. 

Consideration  of  sl.ill  and  judgment  exerted  during  construction  in 
fixing  overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,  109. 
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BIsAO. 

Carriage  and  disposal  ^f  slag  from  mills  and  furaaees  as  public 
service  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  28. 

Rate  for  carrying  refuse  and  slag  from  furnaces  and  mills,  see 
Rates,  250. 

8I£EPING  CABS. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence  as  to  Pullman  traffic  to  justify  failure  to 
iniirease  service,  see  Evidence,  9. 

Establishment  of  more  convenient  sleeping  car  service  as  inter- 
ference with  interstate  commerce,  see  Intebstaib  Coicmebcb, 
17,  18. 

Effect  of  return  ae  a  whole  on  requiring  sleeping  car  serviioe  on 
branch  line  at  a  loss,  see  Retubn,  24,  24a. 

Jurisdiction  of  Ccnnmission  to  require  railroad  to  furnish  sleeping 
car  service,  see  Sebvige,  44,  45. 

Reasonableness  of  order  requiring  railroads  to  attach  sleeping  car, 
see  Sebvicb,  208-209a. 

SLIDING  SCALE. 

Giving  large  consumers  benefit  of  lower  rates  by  means  of,  as  dis- 
crimination, see  Discrimination,  59. 
Of  rates,  see  Rates,  80,  81,  130-133. 

SMALL  OONSUMEB. 

Special  rates  to  large  consumers  as  disdriminatioti  against,  see 

Disceimination,  53-62. 
Variation  in  cost  of  service  to  large  consumer  and  smaU  consumer, 

see  Rates,  75. 

SMOKE. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  abate  unnecessary 

smoke  and  noise  in  train  operation,  sec  Commissions,  32. 
Smoking  in  street  cars,  see  Service,  249. 

SOIL. 

Character  of,  as  affecting  depreciation  of  water  pipes,  see  Depbboia- 
tion,  56. 

SOLIOrmfG  BUSINESS. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  see  Appobtionicent,  4. 

SOLIOITOBS. 

Paying  installation  charge  for  consumer  as  discrimination,  see 
Discrimination,  78. 

SOUDIFIOATION. 

Appreciation  of  roadbed  by,  see  Valuation,  204,  205. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  enforce  municipal  ordinance  relative 
to  physical  connection  Of  telephone  lines,  see  Commissions,  11. 
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Validity  of  statute  requiring  track  connections  f#r  iirtorihaiiffe  ^ 
cars  belween  railroads,  see  Constitutional  Law,  24. 

PoUioy  of  Commission  as  to  rdiering  utility  from  franchise  contract, 
see  Constitutional  Law,  46. 

Reduced  rates  for  residence  telephonee  of  business  subscribers  under 
South  Dakota  statute,  see  Discbuonatiok,  106. 

Contract  for  switching  service  between  telephone  companies,  lee 
Intbboospqbatb  Relations,  8,  9. 

Necessity  of  following  requirements  of  state  statutes  in  obeying 
order  of  Interstate  Commeroe  Commission,  see  Intvuitatb 
Commerce,  22. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  duplication  of  talefrfiOBes,  see  ^mofOUt 
AND  Competition,  11. 

Commercial  club  as  proper  party  to  proceeding  to  compel  railroad 
to  establifih  physical  connection,  see  Pabties,  4. 

Applicatibn  to  file  rates  under  South  Dakota  statute,  see  Pld- 
CB»UBB,  5.  * 

Mutual  telephone  companies  as  public  utilities,  under  South  Da- 
kota statute,  see  Public  Utiltties,  23. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  company  to  eamplele  osa- 
struction  of  road  between  points  designated  in  artides  of  in- 
corporation, see  Sebyice^  6. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  physical  connection  betvraBB  rail- 
roads, see  Swicv,  35-37. 

SPECIAL  A88E88MEKTS. 

Annotation  on  issue  of  securities  for  special  assessmeots,  P.U.R. 
1917D,  p.  861. 

SPECIAL  mDUSTRIEB. 

Low  rates  to,  as  discrimination,  see  DiscsiiaNATlON,  63-68. 

8FJBC1F1C  OaEa>ERS. 

Policy  of  Oklahoma  Commission  as  to  the  issuance  of  specific  or 
general  orders  as  to  service,  see  Sebvioe,  1. 

SPECIFIC  PERFORMANCE. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  enforce  contract  for  apportion- 
ment of  operating  expenses,  see  Apportionment,  2. 
Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  contracts,  see  Commissions,  21-23. 

8PEED. 

Rules  of  Illinois  Commission  relative  to  speed  of  railroad  motor  cars 

at  grade  crossings,  see  Cbossinos,  17. 
Duty  of  electric  railways  as  to  speed  at  switches,  see  Sebvioe,  167. 
Speed  of  intemrban  cars  as  factor  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  167. 

9PimNO. 

In  street  cars,  see  Service,  249. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 29. 
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SPOTTIlfG  OARS. 

Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars  at  terminal  on  request  of  consignee 
so  that  contents  may  be  hauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Requiring  railroads  to  spot  oars  at  terminals  at  request  of  con- 
signee so  that  contaits  may  be  drawn  by  electric  road,  as 
discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  117. 

Rule  where  requiring  shipper  or  consignee  to  sign  release  from  dam- 
ages upon  spotting  cars  at  warehouse,  see  Sebvicb,  215. 

Upon  request  of  consignee,  see  Sebvice,  216. 

8PBIHKI.ER  SYSTEM. 

Charge  for  inspection  of,  seo  Rates,  303,  304. 
Water  rates  for,  see  Rates,  305. 

SPRINKUKO. 

W' ater  cranes  to  meet  municipal  sprinkling  requirementf,  see  See?* 
ice,  304. 

SPUR  TRACKS. 

See  Sidetracks. 

STABLE. 

Separate  minimum  charge  for,  see  Rates,  78. 

STANDARD  GAGE. 

See  Railroads. 

STANDARDS. 

For  electrical  construction,  see  ELECTBicrnr,  10-18. 

Standards  for  installation  of  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of  gas 
and  steam  companies,  see  Gas,  1. 

Fixed  standards  in  establishing  street  railway  faros,  oee  Baiss, 
260. 

Standards  for  electric  meters,  see  Service,  127-129. 

For  testing  electric  watt-hour  meters,  see  Service,  128. 

Of  gas  service,  see  Service,  163. 

Agreeent  between  utility  and  consumers  relative  to  quality  of  gas, 
see  Service,  164. 

Standards  for  telephone  service  and  for  the  maintenance  of  equip- 
ment and  lines,  see  Service,  257. 

STAND-BT  SERVICE. 

See  generally  Service,  145,  146. 

Allowance  for  property  used  only  in  an  emergency,  see  Valttation« 
262-272. 

STANDPIPES. 

Valuation  of  land  used  for  standpipes  and  reservoirs,  see  Valua* 
TION,  304. 
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•TATE. 

Release  of  contractor  from  hard  bargain  for  elimination  of  grade 
crossing  under  New  York  statute,  see  Cbobsings,  16. 

Sstoppel  to  bring  suit  in  Federal  court  to  enjoin  eimfiscatory  state 
rate,  see  Estoppel,  3,  4. 

Consent  by  state  and  municipal  authorities  as  franchiaes  requir- 
ing approiFal  of  Commission,  see  Fraivohisbb,  2. 

State  interference  with  interstate  commerce,  see  Iittibstatb  Ck>M- 
HEBCB^  9-21. 

Constitutional  provision  authorizing  municipality  to  frame  charter 
as  not  giving  them  power  to  regulate  public  utilities,  see 
Municipalities,  4. 

Oklahoma  Commission  Tested  with  power  of  state  as  to  rate  making, 
see  Rates,  8. 

Power  of  state  to  authorize  administrative  Commission  to  revise 
rates  fixed  by  municipal  franchise,  see  Rates,  40. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  issues  of  securitiea  for  expenditures 
outside  the  state,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  16. 

STATE  BOARD  OF  UVS  STOCK  OOMMISSIOKEBS. 

Charge  for  disinfecting  cars  on  account  of  order  of,  sat  RAIBB,  24m 
240. 

STATE  OORPORATIOK  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

STATE  COURT. 

Receiver's  action  in  mandamus  in  state  court  not  such  adequate^ 
remedy  in  law  against  confiscatory  rates  as  to  bar  injunction 
suit  in  Federal  court,  see  Injunotiok,  3. 

STATIONERY. 

Cost  of,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  137. 

STATE  PUBUC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

STATE  RAILWAY  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

STATIONS  AND  STOPS. 

Order  requiring  railroad  to  build  new  station  constitutes  a  l^a- 

lative  or  administrative  and  not  a  judicial  function,  see  Af- 

PEAL  AND  Review,  8. 
Review  of  Commission  order  requiring  new  station,  see  Appeai» 

and  Review,  8. 
Apportionment  of  expenses  of,  see  Appobtionment,  16,  19. 
Jurisdiction   of  California  Commissions  over  union  stations,  SM 

Cbossings,  11. 
Discrimination  in  fare  to  city  station,  see  Discrimination,  19. 
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462  STATUTES. 

Grant  of  ezclusiye  privilege  to  maintain  baggage  transfer  itasd 
on  station  premises  as  discrimination,  see  Disouioitation, 
122. 

Belief  from  order  of  Commission  requiring  erection  of  union  station, 
see  Injunction,  1. 

Pofwer  of  Illinois  Commission  to  require  installation  of  track  scales 
at  certain  point  in  absence  of  action  by  Congress  or  Interstate 
Oommeroe  Commission,  see  Inixbstatb  Cohmesgb,  16. 

Stopping  of  interstate  train  as  interference  with  interstate  com- 
merce, see  Intebstatb  Comioebcb,  10,  21. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  hold  train  until  passenger  buys  ticket,  see 
Rates,  195a. 

Duty  of  condvotor  to  kiform  passenger  without  tioket  thai  he  may 
purchase  one  at  next  station,  see  Rates,  195b. 

Establishment  of  express  station  to  facilitate  shipments  of  beer  in- 
to prohibition  states,  see  Se&yice,  41. 

Power  •!  Minnesota  Commission  to  determine  whether  a  depot  is 
suitable,  see  SsanPiCB,  46. 

Power  of  Commission  to  excuse  railroads  from  statutory  duly  of 
installing  telephones  in  depots,  see  Sxbvicb,  47. 

JwiSdiciion  of  Commissioii  to  require  bulletin  boards  at  railroad 
stations  without  telegraph  office,  see  Sebvicb,  48. 

Station  facilities  on  railroad,  see  Service,  191-198. 

Delay  in  construction  of  depots  during  war,  see  SufnxM,  195. 

Installation  of  pay  telephones  as  compliance  with  statute  requiring 
telephones  in  depots,  see  Service,  198. 

Award  of  exclusive  privil^e  of  maintaining  public  carriage  staad 
and  baggage  transfer  at  railroad  stations,  see  Sebvicb,  199. 

Street  railways  to  stop  cars  and  establish  safety  devioes  at  draw- 
bridges, see  Sebvicb,  230. 

Valuation  of  station  grounds,  see  Valuation,  302,  307. 

STATUTES. 

Federal  statutes. 

Right  of  bondholder  to  invoke  Federal  Anti-trust  A<»t  against  en- 
forcement of  Commission  order  authorizing  a  utility  to  pur- 
chase securities  of  a  competing  utilit} ,  see  Parties,  6. 

Arimma, 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Arizona  Constitution  and  statute 
over  Pullman  car  service,  see  Service,  <4. 

CoHfomia,   ^ 

Commencement  of  operation  before  securing  final  order  from  Com- 
mission as  violation  of  California  statute,  see  CprnriCATB  OF 
Convenience  and  Necessity,  5. 

Operation  on  effective  date  of  Public  Utilities  Act  as  doing  away 
with  necessity  of  procuring  certificate,  see  Certificatz  of  Con- 
yenience  and  Necebsitt,  9,  10, 17. 

Regulation  of  railroad  crossings  under  California  Act  as  state 
rather  than  municipal  matter,  see  CsossiNoa,  12. 
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Failure  of  statute  to  provide  means  of  bringing  city  before  Com- 
mission in  proceedings  to  construct  crossing  as  preventing 
Commission  from  imposing  any  liability  on  city  for  the  cross- 
ing, see  Crossings,  13. 

Power  of  California  Court  to  restrain  Commission  from  prosecuting 
violation  of  statutes  as  to  free  railroad  transportation,  see 
C0UBT8,  2. 

Giving  new  patrons  free  service  as  violation  of  anti-discrimination 
statutt,  see  DisCRiMiNATioN,  77,  78. 

Constrmstion  of  the  California  Safety  Law  requiring  reconstruction 
of  electric  and  telephone  lines,  see  Elbctsicitt,  2,  7-C. 

Kecessi^  of  certificate  or  franchise  for  extension  over  private  right 
of  way  by  utility  serving  territory  prior  to  California  Public 
Utilities  Act,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  18. 

Estoppel  of  city  surrendering  control  over  public  utilities  to  allege 
invalidity  of  statute  giving  Commission  power  to  regulate  rail- 
road crossings  and  apportion  costs,  see  Municipalities,  5. 

Electric  railroad  as  "street  railroad''  or  ''railroad''  within  meaning 
of  California  statute  relative  to  street  railway  fares  in  a  city, 
see  Kates,  250. 

Right  of  action  for  greater  charge  for  shorter  haul  in  violation  of 
California  statute  and  Constitution,  see  Reparation,  8. 

As  to  when  bonds  are  "issued"  imder  California  statute,  see  Seotjr- 
ITY  Issues,  18. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  build  new  lines  to 
connect  exisi'ng  lines  under  statute  authorizing  it  to  order 
additions  or  improvements,  see  Service,  9. 

Reconstruction  of  telephone  lines  to  comply  with  California  Safety 
Law,  see  Telephones,  1-3. 
Colorado, 

Validity  of  statutes  authorizing  Commission  to  award  reparation 
see  Reparation,  IL 
Connecticut. 

Statutory  power  of  Connecticut  Commission  over  extension  of  serv- 
ice, see  Service,  8. 
DUirict  of  Columbia. 

Statutory  duty  of  District  of  Columbia  Commission  with  reference 
to  ascertaining  proper  rate  of  depreciation,  see  Depreciation, 
4. 

Statutes  applicable  to  rates  on  street  railway  using  aqueduct  bridge 
in  District  of  Columbia,  see  Rates,  43. 

District  of  Columbia  statute  as  imposing  on  utility  common  law 
duty  to  render  ad^^uate  service  at  reasonable  rates,  see  Serv- 
ice, 2. 
Florida, 

City  or  county  as  person  or  eorporatioA  under  Florida  Anti-Dis- 
crimination Statute,  see  Disorimination,  89a. 

Service  not  necessarily  to  be  paid  for  in  cash  under  Florida  statute, 
see  Discrimi2«;ation,  131. 
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Idaho. 

Corporation  engaged  in  operation  of  water  syflter  for  compeniatioii 
as  public  utility  under  Idaho  statute,  see  Public  UnLrrm,  5. 
lUinoU, 

Operation  on  effective  date  of  Public  Utilities  Act  as  doing  awaj 
with  necessity  of  procuring  certificate,  see  Cebtificate  of  Con- 

VENIBNCE  AND  NeCESSITT,  9,  10,  17. 

When  telephone  company  is  operating  telephone  system  so  as  not 
to  require  certificate  of  convenience,  see  Cfstifioatb  of  Con- 
venience AND  Necessity,  11,  17. 

What  constitutes  building  of  new  telephone  plant  under  Illinois 
statute,  see  Cebtificatb  of  Convenience  and  Nbcessitt,  15- 
16. 

Furnishing  telephone  servics  as  "operating  telephone  system"  un- 
der Illinois  statute,  see  Cebtificatb  of  Convenience  and 
Necessity,  17. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  require  removal  of  powder  magazine 
by  railroad  operating  coal  mines  in  violation  of  Mining  Law, 
see  Commissions,  33. 

Validity  of  Illinois  statute  authorizing  control  of  competing  utility 
through  ownership  of  securities,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1. 

Validity  of  statute  restricting  right  to  a  supersedeas  on  appeal 
from  a  Commission  order,  see  Constitutional  Law,  2. 

Statute  making  findings  of  Commission  prima  facie  correct  on  ap- 
peal as  denial  of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  10,  11. 

Free  service  as  compensation  for  franchise,  as  imlawful  discrimi- 
nation under  Illinois  statute,  see  Discbihination,  132. 

Right  of  foreign  corporation  to  purchase  stock  of  domestic  company 
under  Illinois  statute,  see  Fobeign  Cobpobations,  1. 

Reasonableness  of  orders  of  Commission  not  tested  in  injunction 
action  where  statute  provides  for  hearing  before  Commission 
and  appeal  to  the  court,  see  Injunction,  2. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  Law  as  not  intended  to  prevent  de- 
velopment of  natural  resources  merely  because  territory  is 
adequately  served  at  a  reasonable  rate,  see  Monopoly  and 
Competition,  6. 

Effect  of  option  to  city  to  buy  utility  to  render  it  a  municipal  plant, 
see  Municipal  Plant,  1. 

Individual  operating  rural  telephone  system  as  public  utility  under 
Illinois  statute,  see  Public  Utiltties,  18. 

Mutual  telephone  company  as  public  utility,  under  Illinois  statute, 
see  Public  Utilities,  20. 

Rates  fixed  by  Commission  under  Illinois  statute  to  be  based  upon 
evidence  taken,  see  Rates,  12. 

Rates  increased  before  effective  date  of  Public  Utilities  Act,  see 
Rates,  16,  19. 

Statute  fixing  maximum  rcilroad  fare  as  affecting  power  of  Com- 
mission to  fix  a  less  rate,  see  Rates,  30. 
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Authorizing  Commission  to  fix  street  railway  fares  as  yiolating 
Illinois  constitutional  provision  against  operating  street  rail- 
way without  municipal  consent,  see  Rates,  41. 

Severing  of  physical  connection  between  telephones,  as  violation  of 
Illinois  statute,  see  Sebvice,  286. 
Indiana. 

Absence  of  provision  for  notice  and  hearing  in  headlight  law  as 
affecting  validity  of  Commission  order  requiring  headlights,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  6. 

General  incorporation  statute  authorizing  municipality  to  regulate 
water  rates  as  affecting  power  of  state  to  fix  rates,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  67. 

Validity  of  thirty  year  franchise  under  Indiana  statute,  see  Fran- 
chises, 9. 

Switch  connections  to  property  "abutting  on  highway,"  see  Sebvige, 
222. 
Kanaas. 

Kansas  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  regulate  public  utilities 
as  repealing  statute  authorizing  cities  to  control  streets,  see 
Municipalities,  1. 
Maine, 

Effect  of  Maine  statute  on  contract  to  furnish  free  public  fire  pro- 
tection, see  Constitutional  Law,  6S, 
Mas9achu8etta. 

Jurisdiction  of  Massachusetts  Commission  over  questions  of  dis- 
crimination, see  Discbimination,  9,  10. 

Commission  without  authority  under  Massachusetts  statute  to  re- 
quire railroad  to  absorb  transfer  charge  from  one  wharf  because 
absorbing  it  from  a  competing  wharf,  see  Discbiicination,  11. 

Presumption  of  validity  of  rate  contract  under  Massachusetts  stat- 
ute, see  Discrimination,  86. 

Massachusetts  statute  as  giving  Commission  power  to  permit  emer- 
gency rate  to  be  put  into  effect  without  notice,  see  Rates,  24. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableness  of  increase  in  rates,  under 
Massachusetts  statute,  see  Rates,  56. 

Subscription  by  town  to  street  railway  stock  under  Massachusetts 
statute,  see  Secubity  Issues,  6. 

Issuance  of  seven-year  coupon  notes  for  replacements  or  reconstruc- 
tion under  Massachusetts  statute,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  33. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Massachusetts  statute  to  control 
physical  connection  of  street  railways,  see  Service,  63. 

Conditional  sale  of  rolling  stock  to  street  railways,  authorized  by 
Massachusetts  statutes,  see  Stbeet  Railways,  1. 

Valuation  under  Massachusetts  statute  requiring  "fair  cost  of  re- 
placing," see  Valuation,  18. 
Mi^igan, 

Review  by  Federal  Supreme  Court  of  state  statute  alleged  to  impair 
obligation  of  contract,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  6. 

Preliminary  injunction  against  enforcement  of  passenger  rate  stat- 
ute, see  Injunction,  4. 
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Power  cf  utility  to  guarantee  the  bond^  ot  another  companjr  as  in- 
cident to  its  right  to  make  traffic  arrangements  with  such  com- 
pany, see  Intebcobporate  Relations,  4. 

Michigan  2- Cent  Passenger  Fare  Law  not  shown  to  be  confiac»tory, 
see  Return,  89. 

Statute  requiring  certificate  that  the  securities  are  "reasonahlj 
required  for  the  purpose  of  the  corporation"  as  limiting  Com- 
mission's approval  to  issues  based  upon  tho  physical  value  of 
the  property,  cee  Secvrity  Issues,  11. 

Statutory  jurisdiction  of  Michigan  Commission  over  physical  con- 
nection of  telephones,  see  Service,  34. 
Minnesota. 

Rural  telephone  company  connected  with  a  city  exchange  as  a  pub- 
lic utility  under  Minnesota  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  9. 

Minnesota  statute  relative  to  physical  connection  of  telephones,  see 
Service,  272. 
Missouri. 

Statutes  authorizing  Commission  to  prescribe  terms  and  conditions 
for  construction  of  crossings  as  conferring  power  to  apportion 
cost  of  installing  and  maintaining,  see  Crossings,  15. 

Prior  court  decisions  based  upon  municipal  charter  forbidding  ex- 
ceptional discrimination,  not  controlling  in  construction  of 
Public  Service  Law,  see  Discrimination,  6. 

Right  to  classify  service  and  rates  under  Missouri  statute,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 28. 

Conclusiveness  of  Commission's  valuation  of  utility's  plant  under 
statute  making  findings  of  Commission  "conclusive  evidence  of 
facts  therein  stated,"  see  Orders,  6. 

Manufacturing  company  selling  surplus  electric  current  as  public 
utility  under  Missouri  statute,  see  PUBUO  Utilitiks,  11,  12. 

Tips  to  operators  of  mutual  telephones  by  nonsubscribel-s  as  con- 
stituting operation  for  hire,  see  Public  Utilities,  19. 

Mutual  telephone  company  as  a  telephone  corporation  within  mean- 
ing of  the  Missouri  statutes,  see  Public  Utilities,  21. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  statute  to  increase  statutory 
maximum  rate,  see  Rates,  34. 

Public  Utilities  Act  authorizing  Commission  to  regulate  rates  as 
repealing  prior  inconsistent  statutes,  municipal  charters,  and 
ordinances,  see  Rates,  36,  37. 

Effect  of  publishing  and  filing  with  the  Commission  schedule  of 
rates  violating  Constitution  and  statutes,  see  Rates,  47. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  proposed  rate  increase  under  Missouri  stat- 
ute, see  "Rates,  55. 

Suit  under  Missouri  statute  to  oijoin  railroad  from  issuing  bonds 
without  consent  of  Commission,  see  Security  Issues,  4. 

Proportion  of  bonds  to  stock  under  Missouri  statute,  see  SeodsxtT 
Issues,  44. 

Power  of  Commission  imder  Missouri  Constitution  and  statute, 
to  require  street  railway  company  to  apply  to  local  authori- 
ties for  franchise  to  operate  in  street,  see  Service,  10,  11. 
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Jn^isdieiion  of  Missouri  CommiBsion  to  require  railroad  to  fumiah 
sleeping  oar  senriee,  see  Ssrvice,  45. 
M<mtama, 

Qtio  warranto  to  trj  title  to  chairmanship  of  Commission,  under 
Montana  statutes,  see  Commissions,  1. 

Power  of  court  under  Montana  statutes  to  grant  temporary  injunc- 
tion to  suspend  Commission  order  regulating  train  service,  see 
Couvrd,  8. 
Nehra9ka, 

Raising  of  voltage  of  transmission  line  as  within  purview  of  Ne- 
braska statute,  see  fiLECTBicrnr,  1. 

Right  to  demand  physical  connection  under  the  Nebraska  statute, 
see  Sebvice,  278,  279. 
New  Hampshire. 

New  Hampshire  statute  relative  to  the  issuance  of  securities,  see 
Security  Issues,  36. 
New  Jersey, 

Transfer  under  New  Jersey  statute  of  majority  of  stock  to  foreign 
holding  company,  see  Coitsoudation,  Mbbgeb,  and  Sale,  22. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of  charge 
police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of  police 
power,  see  Oonstitutiowal  Law,  79. 

Stocks,  bonds  and  other  securities  of  other  companies  as  property  re- 
quiring consent  of  Commission  before  sale,  see  Sajlb. 
New  York. 

Prerequisites  for  grant  of  certificate  of  convenience  for  operation 
of  auto  bus  line  under  New  York  statute,  see  Automobiles. 

Showing  necessity  for  certificate  of  convenience  for  operation  of  au- 
tomobile bus  line  under  New  York  statute,  see  Certificate 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  21. 

Exercise  of  municipal  franchise  by  corporations  exempted  from 
jurisdiction  of  Commission  by  provision  of  Transportation  Cor- 
poration Law,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Neces- 
sity, 25. 

Release  of  contractor  from  hard  bargain  for  elimination  of  grade 
crossing  under  New  York  statute,  see  Crossings,  16. 

Liability  of  town  under  New  York  statute  for  cost  of  eliminating 
grade  crossing,  see  Crossings,  25. 

Municipal  consent  under  New  York  statute  relative  to  auto  bus 
lines  as  not  constituting  franchise  under  Second-class  Cities 
Law,  see  Franchises,  1. 

Failure  to  exc^-cise  corporate  powers  as  affecting  right  to  ptkrchase 
or  hold  property  or  franchises  under  New  York  statute,  see 
Public  Utilities,  1. 

Purpose  for  which  securities  may  be  issued  imder  New  York  stat- 
utes, see  Security  Issues,  37,  38. 

Physical  oonmection  not  justified  under  New  York  statute  where  one 
company  will  be  given  use  of  tracks  and  terminal  facilities 
of  another,  see  Service,  227. 
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Ohio. 

Right  of  mining,  manufacturing  or  quarrying  company  to  oper- 
ate railroads  under  Ohio  statute,  see  Railroads,  1,  2. 

Ab  to  what  constitutes  an  emergency  within  statute  authorizing 
Commission  to  fix  a  temporary  rate,  see  Rates,  26. 
Oklahoma, 

Validity  of  Oklahoma  statutes  delegating  to  Commission  power 
previously  given  to  municipalities,  see  Consi^etutional  Law, 
70. 

Oklahoma  Commission  vested  by  statute  with  power  of  state  as 
to  rate  making,  see  Rates,  8. 

Oklahoma  statute  authorizing  Commission  to  r^ulate  rates  of 
public  utilities  as  repealing  statute  authorizing  municipalitieB 
to  fix  rates,  see  Rates,  38. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Oklahoma  statute  to  require  installa- 
tion of  natural  gas  meters,  see  Service,  38. 
Oregon, 

What  constitutes  "prc^osed  public*'  service  company  under  Oregon 
statute,  see  Certificatb  of  Convenience  aitd  Necbssitt,  14. 

Giving  new  patrons  free  service  as  violation  of  antiniiacrimiliation 
statute,  see  Discrimination,  77,  88. 

Failure  to  file  a  statement  cf  valuation,  as  affecting  validity  of 
order  fixing  rates,  see  Orders,  3. 
Pennsylvania. 

Operation  on  effective  date  of  Public  Utilities  Act  as  doing  away 
with  necessity  of  procuring  certificate,  see  Certificatb  of 
Convenience  and  Necessity,  9,  10,  17. 

Necessity  of  securing  certificate  of  convenience  for  company  formed 
by  a  merger  prior  to  effective  date  of  Public  Service  Act,  see 
Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Necessitt,  12. 

Free  service  as  unlawful  discrimination  under  Pennsylvania  stat- 
ute, see  Discrimination,  1. 

What  constitutes  control  through  stock  ownership  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  1. 

Automobile  operated  for  carrying  passengers  as  public  utility  under 
Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Pudlic  Utilities,  27. 

Carriage  and  disposal  of  slag  from  mills  and  furnaces  as  public 
service  under  Pennsylvania  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  28. 

Sufficiency  of  notice  of  proposed  changes  in  rates  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Rates,  48. 

Statutory  power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  over  oonstmelion  of 
switches  or  sidetracks,  see  Service,  50. 

Right  of  water  company  under  Pennsylvania  f>tatute  to  extend  eer?- 
ice  into  adjacent  territory,  see  Service,  61. 
Philippine  Islands, 

Steamboat  as  public  utility  under  Philippine  statutey  tea  Fuiuo 
Utilitixs,  25. 
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Boutk  Dakota. 

Validity  of  statute  requiring  trade  connections  for  interchange  of 
cars  between  railroads,  see  Constitutional  Law,  24. 

Requiring  carriers  to  give  Railroad  Commission  notice  of  proposed 
advance  in  rates  as  interfering  with  right  of  Interstate  Com- 
m^ce  Commission  to  rc^gulate  rates,  see  Constitutional  Law» 
80. 

Reduced  rates  for  residence  telephone  to  business  subscriber,  as  dis- 
crimination under  South  Dakota  statute,  see  Disckimination, 
105. 

Requirement  of  South  Dakota  statute  as  to  contract  for  switching 
service  between  telephone  companies,  see  Intercorporate  Re- 
lations, 8. 

Necessity  of  following  requirements  of  state  statutes  in  obeying 
order   of   Interstate   Commerce    Commission,   see   Interstate 

COHMERCE,  22. 

Commercial  club  as  proper  party  to  compel  railroad  to  establish 
physical  connection  imder  South  Dakota  statute,  see  Parties, 
4. 

Application  to  file  rates  under  South  Dakota  statute,  see  Pro- 
cedure, .6. 

Mutual  telephone  company  as  public  utility  under  South  Dakota 
statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  23. 

Statutory  jurisdiction  of  Utah  Commission  over  abandonment  of 
raifaroad,  see  Service,  23. 
Vermont. 

Power  of  Vermont  Commission  to  require  removal  of  high  tension 
electric  line  to  eliminate  interference  with  telegraph  line,  see 
Electricity,  3,  4. 
Virginia. 

Power  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service  by  utility  as  af- 
fected by  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporations^ 
see  Service,  21. 

night  of  railroad  coiporation  under  laws  of  Virginia  to  abandcii 
service  without  notice  to  the  public  and  application  to  Com- 
mission, see  Service,  SO. 

Application  of  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporation 
on  right  of  public  utility  to  abandon  service,  see  Service,  84. 
Wathington, 

Lower  steamship  rates  to  navy-yard  employees  as  unlawful  dis- 
crimination under  Washington  statute,  see  Discrimination, 
70. 
West  Virginia, 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  redemption  of  coupon  for  excess  fares 
pending  suit  testing  validity  of  statute,  see  Apportionment,  22* 
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Evidence  necessary  to  show  West  Virginia  statutory  two  osiit  * 
mile  passenger  fare  confiscatory,  see  EyiDBiroi)  8. 
Wiiconsin, 

Discriminatory  practices  of  municipal  plant  as  illegal  under  Wis- 
consin  statute,  see  Discbimination,  16. 

Discrimination  by  municipal  plant  uader  Wisconsin  statute,  see 

DiSOBIMINATION,  45. 

Reduced  rates  to  stockkolders  as  disornniBatiOii  under  Wisconsin 
statute,  see  Die  crimination,  48-50. 

Increased  operating  expenses  as  "emergency''  imder  Wisoensin  stat- 
ute, ajthorizing  Commission  to  suspend  railroad  rates,  see 
Rates,  210. 

Power  of  Commission  to  excuse  railroads  from  statutory  duty  of 
installing  telephones  in  depots,  see  Sebvice,  47. 

Valuaiion  of  reinforced  water  mains,  under  Wisconsin  statute,  see 
Valuation,  250. 

1.  The  failure  of  the  presiding  officer  of  the  senate  to  sign  a.  bill, 
which  was  afterwards  approved  by  the  governor,  axid  which  the  Journal 
of  the  senate  shows  passed  the  senate  by  the  constitutional  majority, 
does  not  affect  the  validity  of  the  act.  State  ex  rel.  Nebraska  State  R. 
Commission  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917C,  597  (S.  C.  100 
Neb.  700,  161  N.  W.  270). 

2.  The  validity  of  tLe  Illinois  Public  Ut'lities  Act  is  not  affected 
by  the  invalidity  of  provisions  which  are  not  necessary  or  inseparable 
parts  without  which  the  act  would  not  have  been  passed,  where  the 
remainder,  when  considered  alone,  is  capable  of  being  carried  out.  State 
Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275  lU.  655,  114  N.  W.  325). 

3.  Section  81  of  article  6,  of  the  Illinois  PuMio  Utilities  Act, 
repealing,  by  reference  to  titles,  the  act  establishing  a  Board  of  Rail- 
road and  Warehouse  Commissioners,  and.  the  act  placing  e\'press  com- 
panies under  the  jurisdiction  of  that  Commission  does  not  contravene 
the  constitutional  provision  (art.  4,  §  13)  that  n6  law  shall  be  re- 
vived or  amended  by  reference  to  its  title  only,  since  the  Utilities  Act 
is  a  complete  act  on  the  subject,  and  not  an  amendment  of  any  other 
act.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago  k 
W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1046  (S.  C.  275  111.  555,  114  N.  W. 
325). 

4.  Section  50  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Law, 
authorizing  the  Commission  to  apportion  the  cost  of  a  public  road 
crossing  a  railroad  track  at  grade,  and  passed  subsequent  to  §  10626, 
Mo.  Rev.  Stat.  1909,  which  required  a  railroad  to  construct  a  passage 
in  cities  of  the  fourth  class  or  of  unincorporated  cities,  towns,  and 
villages  where  a  public  road  crosses  a  track  not  a  grade,  is  not  re- 
pealed, as  to  a  crossing  not  inside  the  limits  of  a  city  of  the  third  or 
fourth  class  or  incorporated  or  unincorporated  village,  city,  or  town, 
by  the  later  Laws  of  1913,  page  606,  which  repeals  and  re-enacts  the 
original  statute  with  the  mere  addition  6f  cities  of  the  third  class  and 
incorporated  cities.,  towns,  or  villager..  Lilboum  Special  Road  Dist.  v. 
8t.  Louis  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917B,  815. 
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5.  Where  two  Btatutes  cover  the  same  subject,  asd  tJie  statute  laat 
adopted  is  repiignant  to  and  irreconcilable  with  the  provisions  cover- 
ing the  same  subject  in  the  first  statute,  the  latest  expression  of  the 
legislature  will  govern.  Pawhuska  v.  Pawhuska  Oil  k  Gas  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  226  (S.  C.  —  Okla.  — ,  166  Pac.  1058. 

6.  A  statute  susceptible  of  a  reasonable  construction  avoiding  a  con- 
flict with  the  Constitution  should  be  so  construed.  State  ex  rel.  Ne- 
braska State  R.  Commission  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Ca  (Neb.)  P,U.B,10X7C, 
697   (&  C.  100  Neb.  700,  161  N.  W.  270). 

STEAM  AND  STEAM  HEATING. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  steam  heating  departments 

of  utility,  see  Appobtionment,  67,  58. 
Aportionment  in  case  of  utility  operating  electric,  gas,  and  heating 

departments,  see  Apportionment,  67-69. 
Apportionment  in  case  of  utility  furnishing  electricity,  steam,  and 

interurban  railway  service,  see  Apportionment,  70. 
Sale  of  steam  plant  to  electric  company,  see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb, 

AND  Sale,  13. 
Standards  for  installation  of  electric  equipment  in  buildings  of  gas 

and  steam  companies,  see  Gas,  1. 
Adjusting  steam  heating  rates  upon  the  cost  of  coal,  see  Rates,  131. 
Allowance  of  7  per  cent  in  return  for  steam  heating  plant,  see  Bn- 

TURN,  01. 

Capitalization  of  saving  over  steam  in  fixing  value  of  water  rights, 
see  Valuation,  431-433. 

SXBAMBOAT. 

Objection  to  sale  of,  see  Consolidation,  Msbgeb  and  Saus,  15. 
Lower  rate  to  navy-yard  employees  as  imlawful  disoriminatiafi,  see 

Discrimination,  70. 
Steamboats  not  operating  under  a  franchise  as  a  public  utility,  see 

Punuo  UTiLmEs,  25* 
Competition  with  steamboats  as  affecting  railroad  freight  rates 

on  fruit,  see  Rates,  266. 
Kates  for,  see  Rates,  258. 

STEAM  GENERATING  PLANT. 

Necessity  of  electric  company  having,  see  Service,  146. 

STEAM  PLANT. 

Allowance  for  property  used  only  in  an  emergency,  aee  YlUfATioii^ 
262. 

WWBAU  BAIUUI4JM. 

See  Railroads. 

STEAMSHIPS. 

See  Steamboats. 
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STIPUUiTIONS. 

Power  to  dismiss  complaint  upon  stipulation  by  parties,  see  Pno- 

OBDUBB,  1. 

STOCK. 

See  Live  Stock. 

STOCK  ASSESSMENTS. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  failure  of  stockhold^s  to 
pay  stock  assessments,  see  Payment,  27. 

STOCK  CERTIFICATES. 

Persons  exchanging  irrigation  rights  for  stock  in  company  to  hay« 
contract  other  than  stock  certificates,  see  Service,  176. 

STOCK  CORPORATION  LAW. 

See  Statutes. 

STOCK  BIVIBENDS. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  19,  20. 

STOCK  EXCHANGE. 

Right  of  stock  exchange  to  approve  applicant  for  stock  quotation 
tidcer  service,  see  Disoumination,  118. 

STOCKHOLDERS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Missouri  Commission  to  grant  relief  from  urarp*- 
tion  by  majority  stockholder,  see  Commissions,  40. 

Return  guaranteed  by  lessee  to  stockholders  of  lessor,  see  Consoli- 
dation, Mebgeb  and  Sale,  6. 

deduced  rates  to,  as  discrimination,  see  Discrimination,  48-60. 

As  not  proper  party  to  ask  for  increase  in  rates  or  complain  against 
•     failure  to  provide  for  depreciation,  see  Pabties,  6. 

Right  of  utility  stockholders  to  be  made  parties  in  rate  proceedings, 
see  Parties,  9. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  failure  of  stockholders  to 
pay  stock  assessments,  see-  Payment,  27. 

Water  company  serving  persons  other  than  stockholders  as  public 
utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  7. 

Mutual  company  taking  water  from  public  utility  for  a  stockholder 
as  itself  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  24. 

Assessment  against  mutual  telephone  sto'?kholders,  see  Rates,  273. 

Return  to  be  commensurate  with  sacrifice  of  stockholders,  see  Re- 
turn, 8. 

Mutual  telephone  company  not  to  guarantee  rental  tostodcholders^ 
not  to  exceed  a  certain  sum,  see  Return,  31. 

Excessive  operating  expenses  as  chargeable  to  stockholders  and  not 
to  ratepayers,  see  Return,  134. 

Service  of  irrigation  company  not  limited  to,  see  Scrviob,  174. 
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STOCK  OWNERSHIP. 

What  constitutes  control  through  stock  ownership  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Iittebcobporati:  Relations,  1. 

STOCK  PREMIUMS. 

Book  entry  for  stock  premium  paid  upon  merging  of  holding  and 
operating  company,  see  Accounting,  2. 

STOCK  QUOTATIOHS. 

Right  of  stock  exchange  to  approve  applicant  for,  see  Disobikina- 

TK)N,  118. 
Stock  quotation  ticker  service  as  interstate  commerce,  see  Intbb- 

STATE  Commerce,  6. 
Right  of  telegraph  company  to  refuse,  td  bUfilcAt  fl^p»  SM  Sopmcm^ 

251. 

STOCKS. 

Purchase  of  stock  of  one  railroad  by  another,  see  CkmeOEaMaganm^ 
Mbrceb,  Ain>  Sale,  9. 

Purchase  by  foreign  utility  of  capital  stock  from  a  domestic  util- 
ity, see  Consolidation,  Mebgeb,  and  Sale,  19-23. 

What  constitutes  control  through  stock  ownership  under  Pennsyl- 
vania statute,  see  Intebcobpobate  Eelationb,  1. 

As  property  requiring  consent  of  Commission  before  sale,  see  Sale. 

Issuance  of,  see  Secubity  Issues. 

Substitution  of  stodc  for  bonds,  see  Secubity  Issues,  22. 

Proportion  of  bonds  to  stock,  see  Secubity  Issues,  43,  44. 

Right  of  utility  to  require  consumer  to  purchase  stock  or  certifi- 
cates as  condition  to  service,  see  Sebvice,  105,  106. 

Vahie  of,  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  32,  66-67. 

Allowance  for  stock  given  as  a  bonus,  see  Valuation,  188. 

Capitalization  of  state  bonus  on  capital  stock,  see  Valuation,  206. 

Capitalization  of  bonuses  allowed  for  subscriplldnt  to,  see  yASaA!< 
WON,  207. 

Reserve  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  348. 

STOCK  8CAXJBS. 

See  Scales. 

STOCK  SVBSCipCPTXOll* 

Subscription  by  town  to  street  railway  stock  under  Massachusetts 
statute,  see  Secubity  Issues,  6. 

STOCKTABDS. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  provide  new 
stockyards,  see  Sebvice,  49. 

STOPCOCKS. 

Separate  stopcock  for  each  consumer,  see  Sebvice,  107. 
,      Ownership  of  service  pipe  to  stopcpck,  see  Seb^cb,  113. 

It  111  0  requiring  stopcock  to  belong  to  company  as  reasonable,  see 
Service,  116. 
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STOP-OVERS. 

Prepaid  permit  for  stop-Ofrtr  privileges,  m»  Ratss,  199. 

STOPS. 

See  Stations  and  Stops. 

STORAGE. 

Free  baggage  storage  to  commercial  travelers  as  unlawful  discrimi-   . 

nation,  see  Discrimination,  74,  75. 
Rates  for  storage  of  baggage,  see  Rates,  201,  202. 
Storage  of  grain  bins  and  portable  elevators  on  railroad  right  of 

way,  see  Service,  42. 

STORAGE  RATTBRIES. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  electric  storage  batteries  in  build- 
ings of  gas  and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  267. 

STOREMESPER. 

Payment  to  utility  that  acts  as  purchasing  agent  and  storekeeper, 
see  Retubn,  156. 

STORES. 

As  working  oapital,  see  VALUATioif,  848. 

STORMS. 

Losses  caused  by,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  REnmN,  128. 
Surplus  to  take  care  of  extraordinary  emergencies  such  as  wind 
storms,  see  Ret0bn,  167-160. 

Rules  in  Kew  Hampshire  requiring  tdephones  to  make  provision 
against,  P.U.RJ917B,  p.  677. 

STRAIGHT  UVB. 

As  method  of  computing  depreciction,  see  Depbeciation,  13-17. 

STRAW. 

Minimum  carload  weight  for  hay  and  straw,  see  TkJOEB,  210^88^ 

STREAM  FI^OW. 

As  method  of  determining  run-off,  see  Valuation,  268. 

« 
STREET  CARS. 

See  also  Street  Railways. 

Service  by  street  cars,  see  Sebvicb,  228-240. 

STREET  XJGHTIHG. 

Municipal  plant  not  to  furnish  street  lighting  without  ^hMg%,  Mt 

Discrimination,  45. 
Municipal  street  lighting  rates  fixed  in  aecordance  with  eost  of 

service,  see  Disosiicination,  47. 
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STREET  PAVING;  STREET  RAILWAYS.  496 

Approval  of  contract  for  street  lightlsg,  see  Ratpb,  53,  54. 

Electric  rates  for,  see  Rates,  135,  137. 

Commereial  lighting  rate  for  electric  lights  installed  by  private 

corporation  arouad  its  plant,  see  Rates,  136. 
Mandamus  as  remedy  of  oHy  to  oompel  restoration  of  street  lighting 

service,  see  Service,  32a. 
Hours  for  street  lighting,  see  Sebvics,  152. 

Rules  of  the  Connecticut  Commission  governing  the  construction 
and  maintenance  of  electric  street  lamps  and  6xtures  on  wood  poles 
carrying  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  948. 

STBEET  PAVING. 

Compliance  with  ordinance  for  repair  of,  see  Street  Railways,  2. 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 

See  also  Interurban  Railways. 

Jurisdiction  of  Alabama  supreme  court  to  review  Commission  order 
authorizing  sale  of  street  railway  property  and  franchises,  see 
Certiorari,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  to  relieve  street  railway  from  franchise  obli- 
gation, see  Commissions,  29. 

Validity  of  order  requiring  street  railway  company  to  carry  passen- 
gers beyond  franchise  limits,  see  Constitutional  Law,  18. 

Order  regulating  street  railway  service  as  denial  of  constitutional 
rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  22. 

Authorizing  consolidation  of  street  railway  systems  as  violation  of 
constitutional  inhibition  against  class  legislation,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  28. 

Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars-  at  terminal  on  request  of  consignee  so 
that  contents  may  be  hauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  31. 

Franchise  fixing  rates  as  affecting  power  to  regulate  rates,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  40-42,  46,  49-54. 

Rerouting  of  street  car  lines  as  violating  charter  designating  streets 
on  which  cars  shall  rim,  see  Constitutional  Law,  43. 

Municipal  franchises  fixing  rates  as  affecting  fares  in  annexed  terri- 
tory, see  Constitutional  Law,  63,  64. 

Jurisdiction  of  Maine  Commission  over  contract  providing  for  per 
diem  charge' for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  electric  railway 
to  shipper's  tra'ik,  see  Constitutional  Law,  64. 

Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  for  service  made  by 
street  railway  company,  see  Constitutional  Law,  66. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of  charge 
police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of  police 
power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  79. 

Railway  company  guaranteeing  bonds  of  electric  company  as  not 
entitled  to  rates  unfair  to  other  consumers,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 7. 

Jvrisdiction  of  California  Comnaission  to  oompel  reduced  fast  for 
school  children,  see  DikbiminaihoNs  8. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 30. 
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466  STREET  RAILWAYS. 

Discrimination  In  rates  between  different  cities,  see  DiBctiMiNA- 
TION,  24. 

Discrimination  in  street  railway  rates,  see  Dibcbimination,  94. 

Requiring  railroads  to  spot  cars  at  terminals  at  request  of  con- 
signee so  that  contents  may  be  drawn  by  electric  road,  as  dis- 
crimination, see  Discrimination,  117. 

Transmission  lines  crossing  or  paralleling  other  lines,  see  Elec- 
tricity, 11. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  eliminating  electrical  interference,  sea 
Electricity,  18-20. 

When  electric  railway  handling  steam  railroad  cars  is  not  "con- 
necting common  carrier,"  see  Intercorporate  Relations,  2. 

End  of  interstate  character  of  shipment  on  steam  roads  where  goods 
are  to  be  unloaded  and  delivered  by  electric  road,  see  Inter- 
state Commerce,  3. 

Competition  between  street  railways  and  steam  railroads,  see 
Monopoly  and  Competition,  47. 

Competition  of  motor  bus  with  street  railways,  see  Monopoly  and 
Competition,  50-62. 

Increase  in  street  railway  fares  from  6  to  7  cents  as  question  for 
utility  rather  than  Commission  where  increase  in  revenue  is 
necessary,  see  Rates,  15. 

Authorizing  Commission  to  fix  street  railway  fares  as  violating  con- 
stitutional provision  against  operating  street  railway  without 
municipal  consent,  see  Rates,  41. 

Constitutional  provision  authorizing  legislature  to  proviJe  a  local 
municipal  government  as  affecting  power  of  commission  to 
regulate  street  railway  rates  in  city,  see  Rates,  42. 

Per  diem  charge  to  shipper  for  steam  railroad  cars  drawn  by  elec- 
tric railway,  see  Rates,  241-243. 

Electric  railroad  as  "street  railroad"  or  "railroad"  within  meaning 
of  California  statute  relative  to  street  railway  fares  in  a  city, 
see  Rates,  259. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly,  259-269. 

Fixed  standards  in  establishing  fares,  see  Rates,  260. 

Six-cent  street  railway  fare,  see  Rates,  261. 

Commutation  tickets  for  street  railways,  see  Rates,  265. 

Ticket  books  for  street  railways,  see  Rates,  266. 

Fare  zones  on  street  railway  lines,  see  Rates,  267,  268. 

Power  to  compel  street  railway  company  to  furnish  through  service 
for  single  fare,  see  Rates,  269. 

Only  return  within  city  to  be  considered  when  passing  upon  right 
to  discontinue  service,  see  Return,  23. 

Allowance  of  6  per  cent  return  for  street  railway  company,  see 
Return,  92. 

Electric  company  not  to  charge  as  an  operating  expense  the  cost 
of  generating  power  delivered  at  a  loss  to  allied  railway  com- 
pany, see  Return,  130. 

Salaries  of  officers  of,  see  Return,  136. 

Subscription  by  town  to  street  railway  stock  under  Maasaokusetts 
statute,  see  Seourht  Issues,  6. 
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STREET  RAILWAYS.  487 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  regulate  street  railway  serf^ 
ice  notwithstanding  provision  of  Constitution  against  granting 
l^slative  franchises  without  consent  of  local  authorities,  see 
Sebvice,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  under  Missouri  Constitution  and  statute,  to 
require  street  railway  company  to  apply  to  local  authorities 
for  franchise  to  operate  in  street,  see  Service,  10,  11. 

Power  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  as  to  extension  of  street  rail- 
way service  regardless  of  charter  provision  as  to  procuring  con- 
sent of  local  authorities,  see  Service,  12,  13. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  under  Maine  statute  fo  require  physi- 
cal connection  between  steam  railroads  and  electric  railroads, 
see  Service,  38. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  practice  o\  workmen  boarding 
street  cars  in  dirty  clothes,  see  Service,  51. 

Power  of  Commission  to  compel  street  railways  to  repair  street 
paving,  see  SratviCE,  52. 

Jurisdiction  of  Massachusetts  Commission  over  physical  connection 
of  street  railways,  see  Service,  53. 

Right  of  utilities  generally  to  discontinue  service,  see  Service,  77- 
99. 

Discontinuance  during  winter  of  service  which  is  carried  on  at  a 
loss,  see  Service,  92. 

Duty  of  electric  railway  as  to  use  of  one-man  cars  in  Wisconsin,  see 
Service,  165. 

Duty  of  electric  railways  as  to  spee<I  at  switches,  see  Service,  107. 

Service  by,  see  Service  generally,  and  particularly  228-249. 

Street  railways  to  stop  cars  and  establish  safety  devices  at  draw- 
bridges, see  Service,  230. 

Two  car  trains  for  express  and  freight  service,  see  SisviOB,  235, 
236. 

Discussion  of  franchise  requirements  for  location  and  construction 
of  street  railway  in  city  streets,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  901. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  wires  of  electric  railways  on  wood  poles  carrying  electric 
wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  938. 

1.  Section  59  of  part  1  of  chapter  463  of  the  Massachusetts  acts 
of  1906  permits  the  conditional  sale  of  rolling  stock  to  street  railways. 
Re  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  494. 

2.  Paving  laid  by  a  street  railway  company  as  required  by  ordi- 
nance, which  paving  has  become  uneven  but  affects  only  the  comfort 
of  private  vehicular  travel,,  will  not  be  required  to  be  remedied  by  or- 
^riog.  the  oompanj  to  comply  with  the  ordinance  provisions  as  to 
refavingi  where  the  eondition  is  due  in  part  to  the  city's  having  cut  the 
paving  for  water  and  sewer  services  and  in  part  to  inferior  railWay 
construction, — especially  where  the  order  would  be  ineffectual  because 
of  the  company's  duty  only  to  pay  for  repaving  after  tt  is  done  by  tlie 
city.  Trenton  v.  Trenton  &  M.  C.  Traction  Corp.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
041. 
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468  STREETS— SUPEUSEDED  PROPERTY, 

STREETS. 

See  Highways  akp  Str-jbts, 

STBUCTUBAI.  VALtTE. 

Use  of,  IB  aseertainiog  value,  see  Valvats/oik,  107. 

STBUCTUBS. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  maintenance  of  railroad  struetarej  see 
Appostionhsnt,  13,  16-18. 

SUBSCBIBSSS. 

See  Ck>N8UHBBs  and  Patkons, 

SUBSCDIABT  CaiCPANIES. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  where  subsidiary  railroad  has  not  been 
taken  over  as  part  of  the  system,  see  Appoktionmknt,  23. 

Necessity  of  securing  Commission's  consent  for  purchase  by  parent 
company  of  bonds  of  subsidiary,  see  Ihtebcobpoiuxb  Rela- 
tions, 3. 

Issuance  of  securities  for  additions  and  extensions  to  subsidiary 
company,  see  Secubity  Issues,  20. 

SUBUBBAN  SEBVICE. 

Street  railway  fares  in  territory  annexed  to  city,  see  Rates,  263, 
264. 

SUBWAT. 

See  Cbossingb, 

SUFFICIENCT. 

Of  evidence  to  support  findings  of  CommissioB,  tae  Affcal  Aim  Bb- 

VIEW,  29-33. 
Of  evidence  generally,  see  Evidence,  6-10. 

SUITABILITT. 

As  factor  in  valuation  of  land,  see  Valuatioic,  304,  306. 

SUMMEB.  ,. 

Requiring  summer  consumers  to  pay  annual  rental  as  disoriaiina- 
tion,  see  Discbimination,  6. 

Lower  water  rates  to  summer  consiuners  as  unlawful  discrimina- 
tion, see  Discbimination,  109. 

SUHBAT. 

Charge  for  storage  of  baggage  on,  see  Rates,  202. 

Consideration  to  be  given  to  request  for  Sunday  service  made  al 

hearing  by  persons  not  parties  and  not  anentioned  in  complalily 

see  Tbial,  4. 

SUPEBSEDED  PBOPEBTT. 

Valuation  oi  superseded  property,  see  VAUZATlinr*  273-276. 
As  plant  development  expense  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valw 
TION,  351. 
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SUPERINTENDENCE— SURPLUS.  469 

StTPERIKTElfDEIfCB. 

Expense  of,  as  an  operating  expense,  see  generally  ReTubn,  131- 

141. 
Annual  superintendence  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation, 

118. 
Charge  for,  in  fixing  of  extension,  see  Valuation,  229. 

SUPERSEDEAS. 

Validity  of  statute  restricting  right  to  a  supersedeas  on  appeal 
from  a  Commission  order,  see  Constitutional  Law,  2. 

suPERvmoif  sxpiafsss. 

Allowance  for  supervision  expense  in  filling  operating  expenses,  see 

Return,  139-141. 
Allowance  for,  in  overhead  expenses,  see  Valuation,  108,  117.  126- 

131,  178. 

SITPERVISORS. 

Right  of  city  to  provide  water  for  itself  and  citizens  as  limited 
by  action  of  township  prior  to  incorporation  of  city  in  granting 
franchise  to  water  company  to  lay  mains  in  streets,  see  Mu- 

NICIPALITIE3,  3. 

SUPPLIES. 

See  Matbbials  and  Supplies. 

SUPPLY. 

Preference  to  be  given  consumers  in  case  of  shortage  of  supply  of 
natural  gas,  see  Discrimination,  111. 

Failure  of  supply  of  natural  gas  as  grounds  for  discontinuance  of 
service,  see  Service,  87,  88. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  give  preference  to  domestic  con- 
sumers in  case  of  shortage  of  supply,  see  Ssbvicb,  178. 

SUPPLY  SYSTEMS. 

Illinois  rules  for  construction  of  supply  systems  and  signal  systems 
in  parallel  liens,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  878. 

SUPREME  COURT. 

See  Federal  Supreme  Cottrt. 

SURPLUS. 

Expenditure  for  retirement  of  bonds  accounted  for  under  surplus, 

see  AccouxTiNG,  1. 
Manufacturing  company  selllnsr  surplus  current  as  public  utility 

under  Missouri  statute,  see  Public  Utilities,  11, 12. 
Fixing  charge  for  surplus  product,  see  Rates,  3. 
Right  of  utility  to  accumulate  reasonable  surplus,  see  Return,  11. 
When  not  available  for  dividends,  see  Security  Issues,  5. 
Expended  for  betterments  not  to  be  refunded  out  of  security  issues, 

see  Securixt  Issues,  35. 
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470  SURPLUS  PRODUCT—SYNDICATES, 

Furnishing  surplus  water  for  irrigation  servictty  Bse  SssncB,  39fl^ 

'  306. 
Treatment  of  items  charged  to  surplus  in  ascertaining  book  value, 

see  Valuation,  77. 
Allowance  for  surplus  earnings  invested  in  plant,  see  Valuation, 

238,  239. 

SURPLUS  PRODUCT. 

Low  rate  for  surplus  product,  see  Rates,  163. 

SUSPENSION. 

Power  of  Commission  to  suspend  rateB,  see  Ratbs,  1^21* 

SWITCHBOARDS. 

Operating  switchboard  as  operating  telephone  system,  see  Cer- 
tificate OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  17. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  electric  switchboards  in  buildings 
of  gas  and  electric  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  267. 

SWITCHES. 

Control  of  switch  for  connecting  up  high  prcsure  lines  in  time  of 

fire,  see  Service,  302. 
Protection  of  switches  on  Wisconsin  interurban  railways,  see  In- 

teburban  Railways,  1. 
Switch  connections  to  property  "abutting  on  highway,"  see  Service, 

222, 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  compel  railroad  company  to  construct 

branch  road  or  switch,  see  Service,  37. 
Statutory  power  of  Commission  over  construction  of  switches  or 

sidetracks,  see  Service,  60. 
Duty  of  electric  railways  as  to  speed  at  switches,  see  Service,  167. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  and  main- 
tenance of  electric  railway  switches  and  similar  attachments  on  wood 
poles  carrying  electrij  wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  950. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  electric  switches  in  buildings  of 
gas  and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  267. 

SWITCHING. 

Basis  of  apportioning  revenue  and  exp<"^ses  in  determining  rates 
for  telephone  switching,  see  Apportio.n'ment,  28-38. 

Contracts  for,  under  South  Dakota  statute,  see  Interoor^pobaxb  Bs- 
lations,  8,  9. 

Power  to  establish  joint  freight  rates  for  movement  within  switch- 
ing district,  see  Rates,  31. 

SYNDICATES. 

Power  of  Commission  to  interfere  with  allowances  of  fees  and  ex- 
penses to  syndicates  and  committees  for  effecting  railroad  re- 
organization, see  Security  Issues,  12. 

Consideration  of  expenses  for  underwriting  syndicates,  see  Valua- 
tion, 124. 
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TABLES— TAXES  AND  TAXATION.  471 

TABLEC. 

Use  of,  in  ascertaining  value,  see  Valu-^tion,  107. 

Of  sags  of  conductors  for  situations  of  hazard,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  885, 
888. 

TAXING. 

Of  property,  see  Eiciivent  Doicaiit. 

TANK  OARS. 

Validity  of  order  requlrfaig  railroad  to  iumish  tank  oars  for  ship- 
moat  of  gasolene,  se«  OarfnmrtWKAL  Law,  16. 

P0WOT  of  Cocnmiaeien  to  compel  railroads  to  fumiah  tank  cars  for 
transportation  of  gasolene,  see  Sebvicb,  43. 

Duty  of  railroad  oompany  to  furnish  tank  cars  for  transportation 
of  gasolene,  see  Sebvicje,  213. 

TARGETS. 

Protection  of  switches  on  Wisconsin  interurban  railways,  see  In- 
rtxuBBAy  Railways,  1. 

TARIFFS. 

Filing  and  changes  of  rate  tariff,  see  Fates. 

Requisites  of  intrastate  and  interstatef  tariff,  see  Rates,  203. 

TAXES  Ain>  TAXATIOif . 

Basis  of  apportioning  taxes  between  different  classes  of  telephone 
serHce,  see  Apportionment,  86. 

Apportionment  of,  generally,  see  APPOBnawifENT,  68. 

Power  of  Conunission  to  relieve  street  railway  company  from  fran- 
chise obligations  to  pay  tax  on  gross  receipts  to  city,  see  Com- 
missions, 29. 

Jurisdiction  of  Illinois  Commission  to  compel  payment  of  municipal 
taxes  for  poles  occupying  city  streets,  see  Commissions,  36. 

Discrimination  in  city's  contract  to  pay  for  water  service  sum  equal 
to  taxes,  see  Discbimination,  134. 

Additional  compensation  for  payment  of  taxes  accruing  after  fixing 
of  compensation  for  municipal  acquisition,  see  MrNiciPAL 
Plant,  6. 

Reduced  rate  based  upon  an  agreed  vahie  of  the  property  for  taxa- 
tion not  approved,  see  Rates,  4. 

Consideration  of  increase  in,  in  fixing  return,  see  Retubn,  120. 

AUowmnoes  for,  on  excessive  bond  issue  as  an  operating  expense, 
see  Retubn,  129. 

Consideration  of  taxes  in  ascertaining  coht  of  a  particular  class 
of  traffic,  see  Return,  162. 

Municipal  acquisition  of  plant  to  be  effected  by  taxation  or  city 
bonds  and  not  by  fund  created  by  excessive  rates  prescribed 
by  municipal  franchise,  see  Retukn,  173. 

Right  to  issue  securities  for  taxes,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  25. 

Value  assessed  for  purposes  of  taxation  as  measure  of  value  for 
rate  making,  see  Valuation,  71-73. 
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47t         TAXES  DURING  CONSTRUCTION— TELEPHONES. 

Annual  taxes  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  118. 
Allowance  for  taxes  during  construction,  see  Valuatiox,  108,  113, 
114,  117,  145,  146,  174,  176,  178.  ^ 

TAXES  DURIHO  COH8TRUCTIOH. 

As  an  overhead  charge,  see  Valuation,  108,  113,  114,  117,  145,  146, 
174,  176,  178. 

TECHNICAUT1E8. 

Effect  of  technical  error  on  application  for  certificate,  ste  Ounm- 

CATE  or  CONYEIflSNaiB  AND  NECB88lTr,  2. 

Technical  objection  as  warrant  for  withholding  approval  of  plan 
for  purchase  of  a  utility's  stodc,  see  Omi»oudation,  Mukoeb, 
AND  Sale,  12. 

Failure  to  file  a  statement  of  valuation,  as  affecting  validity  of 
order  fixing  rates,  see  Obdcbs,  3. 

TEIfORAPH. 

Certificate  for  construction  of  high  voltage  transmission  lines  upon 

highway  occupied  by  telegraph  line,  see  CEftTiii*iCATB  of  Con- 
venience AND  Necessity,  4,  18. 
Necessity  of  utility  furnishing  only  telegraph  service  of  procuring 

certificate  before  furnishing  telepho.ie  service,  see  Certificate 

of  Convenience  and  Necessity,  13. 
Order  requiring  removal  of  high  tension  electric  poles  to  eliminate 

interference  with  telegraph  lines  as  denial  of  djae  prooess,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  3. 
Right  of  stock  exchange  to  approve  applicant  for  stock  quotation 

ticker  service,  see  Biscbimination,  118. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  interference  by  high  voltage  electric 

lines  with  telegraph  and  telephone  line,  see  £ij:ctbicity,  3-4a. 
Interference  of  high-voltage  lines  with  telegraph  lines,  see  Electbio- 

ITY,  11. 
Electrical  interference  between  wires,  see  Elbctbicitt  generally,  and 

particularly,  14-20. 
Stock  quotation  ticker  service  as  interstate  commerce,  see  Inteb- 

STATE  COMMEBCE,  6. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  bulletin  boards  at  railroad 
stations  without  telegraph  office,  see  Service,  48. 

Telegraph  service  at  railroad  stations,  see  Sebvice,  197. 

Right  to  refuse  stock  quotation  ticker  service  to  bucket  shop,  see 
Sebvice,  251. 

Annotation  on  division  of  joint .  telegraph  ratea,  P.U.R.1917F,  p. 
172. 

TELEPHOHE8. 

J.  Ctmstruction  and  equipment^  1^3. 
II.  Division  of  cost  of  physical  connectionp  €. 
Ill,  Division  of  toU  chargeSf  5,  6, 

See  also  Mutual  Telephones. 
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B0¥iew  of  Comnutsioa  order  requiring  physical  conneQtioD  of  tele- 
phone lines,  see  Apfeai.  and  Rkvisw,  2fi. 

Power  of  Missouri  Commission  to  apportion  operating  expense  of 
jointly  own^d  telephone  exchange,  see  Appobtioniisnt,  2. 

Basis  of  apportioning  revenue  and  expenses,  see  Appostionmekt, 
28-38. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  telephone  departments  of 
utility,  see  Apportionment,  59HI2. 

Certificate  for  ocmstruction  of  high-voltage  transmission  Imee  upon 
highway  occupied  by  telephone  line,  see  Certificatb  of  Con- 

YKNIENCE,  AND  NbGESSIXY,  4,  18. 

When  company  is  operating  telephone  system  so  as  not  to  require 
certificate,  see  Ckbtifioate  of  Convenience  and  Nsobsbitt, 
11,  17. 

Necessity  of  utility  furnishing  only  telegraph  service  of  procuring 
certificate  before  furnishing  telephone  service,  see  Cebtificate 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  13. 

What  constitutee  extension  of  existiiq^  lines  or  construction  of 
new  plant  imder  Illinois  statute  requiring  certificate  of  con- 
venience, see  Certificate  of  Conveniekce  and  Nbcessitt, 
15-16. 

Furnishing  telephone  service  as  "operating  telephone  system"  under 
Illinois  statute,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Neces- 
sity, 17. 

Certificate  for  building  telephone  system  in  town  which  has  not 
granted  franchise,  see  Certificate  of  Convenience  and  Neces- 
sity, 23. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  CommiBsion  in  passing  upon  approval 
of  municipal  ordinance  authorizii^  telephone  company  to 
occupy  streets,  see  Commissions,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  South  Dakota  Commission  to  enforce  municipal 
ordinance  relative  to  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines^  see 

GOMMISSIOiNS,  11. 

Jurisdiction  of  Oregon  Commission  to  pass  upon  statutes  authoriz- 
ing physical  connectuHi  of  telephone  lines,  see  Commissions,  15. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  patrons  to  connect  their  instru- 
Biettts  with  ^Kchange  outside  the  corporate  limits,  see  Com- 
missions, 38. 

Payment  for  telephone  instrument  as  affecting  sole  ownership  neces- 
sary to  effect  a  sale  of  the  line,  see  Consolidation,  Merger, 
AND  Sale,  2. 

Consolidation  of  telephone  system  to  improve  service  not  against 
public  policy,  see  Consoudation,  Merger,  and  Sale,  7. 

Advantage  of  consolidation  of  telephones,  see  Consolidation,  Mer- 
gkRi  and  Sale,  10. 

Objections  to  consolidation  of  companies,'  see  Consoudahon,  Mer- 
eE9,  AND  Sale,  16-18. 

Bequiring  common  carriers  to  furnish  telephone  connections  be- 
tween their  offices  and  the  local  telephone  exchange  as  denial 
of  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  8. 
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Requiring  physical  connection  between  competing  telephone  lines  &s 
denial  of  constitutional  rights,  see  Constitutional  Law,  26,  27. 

Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  order  physical  connection  of 
telephone  lines  as  affected  by  contracts,  see  CoNSTiTrTioxAL 
Law,  73. 

Depreciation  of  telephone  plant,  see  Depreciation,  34-41. 

Free  telephone  service  to  new  subscribers  as  discriminatory,  see 
Discrimination,  77,  78. 

Solicitor  paying  installation  charge  as  discrimination,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 78. 

Discrimination  in  rates,  see  Discrimination  generally,  and  par- 
ticularly 95-107. 

Discrimination  in  rules  as  to  payment  by  diff'erent  classes  of  tele- 
phone subscribers,  see  Discrimination,  123. 

Discrimination  in  refusal  of  service  to  delinquent,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 124. 

Estoppel  by  acceptance  of  franchise,  to  ask  increase  in  rates  or  to 
question  legality  of  franchise  or  order  of  Commission,  see 
Estoppel,  6. 

Right  of  foreign  telephone  company  to  obtain  control  of  competing 
domestic  utility  through  purchase  of  stock  and  securities,  see 
Foreign  Corporations,  1. 

Contracts  for  telephone  switching  under  South  Dakota  statute,  see 
Intercorporate  Relations,  8,  9. 

Right  of  telephone  company  in  resisting  competition  to  charge  rates 
not  remunerative  and  lower  than  in  other  localities,  see  Monop- 
oly AND  Competition,  1. 

Preserving  competitive  status  between  telephones  upon  ordering 
physical  connection,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  5. 

Admission  of  competition  into  occupied  territory,  see  Monopoly 
AND  Competition,  generally  and  particularly,  4(M6. 

Telephone  company  as  proper  party  to  apply  for  enforcement  of 
municipal  ordinance,  requiring  physical  connection  of  telephone 
lines,  see  Parties,  S. 

Amount  of  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  telephone  bills,  see 
Payment,  10-14. 

Reasonableness  of  rule  providing  for  telephone  installation  charge, 
see  Payment,  22. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  failure  of  stockholders  to 
pay  stock  assessments,  see  Payment,  27. 

Reasonableness  of  ordinance  requiring  removal  of  telephone  poles 
from  streets,  see  Poles,  1,  2. 

Rural  or  mutual  telephones  as  public  utilities,  see  PuRUC  Utili- 
ties, 9,  18-23. 

Rates  for  telephone  service,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly 
270-288. 

Reasonableness  of  increasing  rates  to  reduce  length  of  conversa- 
tions, see  Rates,  272. 

Reasonableness  of  charge  for  removal  of  telephones,  see  Rates,  277, 
278. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


TEIJ!1>H0NES,  I.  476 

Consideratioii  of  telephone  ccMnpany  doing  a  sia^te  wide  business  as 
a  whole,  see  Rktubn,  22. 

Amount  for  return  for  telephone  system,  see  Retubn,  93-98. 

Allowance  for  operating  expenses  per  telephone,  see  Return,  124. 

Payment  by  c^>erating  company  to  parent  company  for  superrision, 
see  Retxjbn,  153. 

Surplus  to  take  oare  of  extraordinary  emergeneies  such  a3  tornadoea, 
fires,  etc.,  see  Retubn,  168,  169. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  mutual  telephone  to  extend  ■service 
on  a  rental  basis,  see  Sebvice,  14. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  discontinuance  of  four-party  tele- 
phone service,  see  Service,  26. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  physical  connection  of,  see  Service, 
34. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  number  of  telephone 
messages  sent  by  a  subscriber,  see  Service,  40. 

Power  of  Commission  to  excuse  railroads  from  statutory  duty  of 
installing  telephones  in  depots,  see  Service,  47. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  division  of  territory  into  exchanges 
or  zones,  see  Service,  55. 

Duty  of  utilities  to  make  extensions  generally,  see  Service,  56-76. 

Extension  of  service  by  mutual  company  on  a  rental  basis,  see  Serv- 
ice, 63. 

Purchase  of  stock  as  a  condition  to  service  by  mutual  telephone 
company,  see  Service,  106. 

Requiring  subscribers  to  purchase  own  equipment  as  unlawful,  s^ 
Service,  115. 

Installation  of  pay  telephones  as  compliance  with  statute  requiring 
telephones  in  depots,  see  Service,  198. 

Service  by,  see  Service  generally,  and  particularly  252-286. 

Physical  connection  of  telephones,  see  Service,  272-286. 

Valuation  of  system,  see  Valuation. 

Allowance  for  working  capital,  see  Valuation,  33. 

Allowance  for  cost  of  money  in  telephone  rate  valuation  where 
company  has  paid  4i  per  cent  of  gross  revenues  to  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  see  Valuation,  121. 

Allowance  for  promotion  expenses  where  company  has  paid  4^  per 
cent  of  its  gross  revenues  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Tele- 
graph Coirpany,  see  Valuation,  162. 

Valuation  of  lands  used  by  telephone  company,  see  Valuation,  299, 
300. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  in  valuation  of  telephone  ^lant,  see 
Valuation,  333. 

Annotation  on  reduced  rates  to  owners  of  equipment,  P.U.P.1917B, 
p.  313. 

Discussion  of  development  of  the  telephone  in  Colorado,  P.U.R. 
1917B,  p.  206. 

I.  Consti'uction  and  equipment. 

Jurisdiction  of  Indiana  Commission  over  constntction  of  telephone  lines 
outside  of  corporate  limits  of  city  or  town,  see  Commissions,  7. 
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Power  of  CoiBBissHm  to  award  damages  for  induction  from  hi^h  voltage 

transmission  line,  see  Damages,  2. 
Jurisdiction  of  Commiasion  over  interference  by  high  voltage  electric 

lines  with  telegraph  and  telephone  line,  see  Elbctbioitt,  3-4a. 
Electrical  interference  between  wires,  see  Elecibioitt  generally  and 

particularly  11,  14-20. 
Reasonableness  of  ordinance  providing  for  removal  of  poles  from  streets, 

see  WiBES  AND  Cables,  1. 
See  also  generally,  Wnxs  and  Cables. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  construction  of  electric 
wires  to  prevent  induction  and  leakage,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  953. 

Discussion  of  transposition  of  telegraph  lines  for  use  for  telephone 
purposes,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  388. 

Definition  of  general  equipment,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  214. 

1.  A  utility  cannot  wait  to  remove,  in  the  ordiMary  course  of  re- 
construction for  other  purposes,  violations  of  regulations  for  the  recon- 
struction of  telephone  systems,  prescribed  by  the  California  Safety  Laws 
of  1911,  chapter  499,  as  amended  by  Laws  of  1916,  chapter  600;  and 
must  take  special  remedial  steps,  apart  from  other  work.  Re  Pacific 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  623. 

2.  A  telephone  company  will  be  exempted  from  making  the  hori- 
zontal clearances  of  toll  lines  correspond  to  the  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  California  Safety  Laws  of  1911,  chapter  499,  as  amended  by 
Laws  of  1915,  chapter  600,  where  the  statutory  clearance  would  cause 
an  increase  in  cross  talk  and  inductive  inteiferencc  and  a  decrease  in 
transmission  efficiency.  Re  Pacific  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  623. 

3.  Telephone  utilities '  were  granted  extensions  of  time  to  a  speci- 
fied day  in  which  to  complete  reconstruction  necessary  under  the  Cali- 
fornia Safety  Laws  of  1911,  chapter  499,  as  amended  by  Laws  of  1915, 
chapter  600,  provided  that  a  certain  proportion  of  the  work  be  com- 
pleted before  that  time  and  on  designated  days.  Re  Pacific  Teleph.  & 
Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.P..1917A,  623. 

JI.  Division  of  cost  of  physical  connection* 

4.  The  expense  of  additional  construction,  to  afford  physical  connec- 
tion between  two  telephone  systems,  was  apportioned  equally  between 
the  two  companies.  Owatonna  v.  Northwestern  Teleph.  Bzch.  Co. 
(Minn.)  P.U.R.1917C,  665. 

III.  Division  of  toll  charges. 

Annotation  on  division  of  telephone  toll  charges,  P.U.R.1917F,  p. 
172. 

5.  It  is  not  necessary  that  a  telephone  company  should  receive 
specific  payment  to  cover  its  expenses  in  handling  incoming  toll  business 
from  another  company,  where  traffic  counts  do  not  show  such  a  marked 
disproportion  between  originating  and  terminating  business  as  to 
necessitate  separate  treatment.  Rosendale  Teleph.  Co.  t.  Wisoonsin 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  166. 
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6.  A  local  telephone  company  should  not  be  limited,  in  ^aadliiig 
toll  service,  to  payment  for  only  the  actual  additional  expenses  to  which 
it  is  put  by  such  business,  on  the  theory  that  toll  business  is  only 
incidental  to  the  local  exchan^.  Roeendale  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Wisconsin 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  166. 

TEMPCIIAKT  UrJCmOTlClll. 

See  Injunction. 

TEMPORABT  BATES. 

Tempomi^  or  emergency  ratet»  see  Rates,  24-26. 

TEMPORABT  8EBVICE. 

Valuation  of  generators  having  excess  capacity  for,  m^  YMiUAttcnx 

nwAirrs. 

Right  of  tenants  in  apartment  houses,  upon  discontinuance  of  elec- 
tric service  to  building,  see  Service,  81. 

TEBMXHALB. 

Apportionment  of  terminal  charges,  see  Appobtionkent,  10. 

Duty  of  railroad  to  spot  cars  at  terminal  on  request  of  consignee 

so, that  contents  may  be  hauled  away  by  electric  railway,  see 

Constitutional  Law,  31. 
Requiring  railroads  to  spot  cars  at  terminals  at  request  of  consignee 

so  that  contents  may  be  drawn  by  electric  road,  as  discrimina- 

tion,  see  Discrimination,  117. 
Terminal  cost  of  handling  excess  baggage,  see  Rates,  197. 
Establishing  joint  rates  on  shipments  entering  switching  district 

as  authorizing  railroad  to  operate  trains  into  terminals  of 

other  railroads,  see  Rates,  233. 
Acquisition  and  ownership  of  lands  for  railroad  terminals,  see  Real 

Estate,  1,  2. 
Physical  connection  not  justified  under  New  York  statute  where 

ore  company  will  be  given  use  of  tracks  and  terminal  facilities 

of  another,  see  Sebvice,  227. 

TEBBITOBT. 

Division  of  territory  between  t^phone  •zohanges,  tee  Sebviob,  258- 
264. 

TESTIKO  lABBATOBY. 

Allowance  itfr  investment  in,  see  Vaiuation,  251. 

TEST  nsBioi>. 

Results  from  test  period  during  November  and  December  as  evidence 
upon  issue  whether  railroad  rates  are  confiscatory,  see  Rates, 
93. 
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TB8T8. 

For  determining  reMonableness  of  classification  of  service,  see  Dis- 

cmumATioN,  30. 
Of  electric  meters,  see  SravicB,  128,  129.  ^^ 

Necessity  of  test  by  actual  trial  before  abandoning  branch  line 

railroad  believed  to  be  unprofitable,  see  Service,  188. 
Cost  of  tests  as  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  210^ 

liules  relative  to  testing  watthour  meters  in  District  of  Columbia, 
P.U.R.3917B,  p.  473. 

Rules  in  New  Jersey  as  to  testing  water  meters,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  247. 

For  purity  and  heating  power  of  gas  in  Mew  York,  P.U.R.1917C,  p. 
68. 

TSEATSMM. 

Electric  power  or  lighting  rates  for  moving  picture  machines,  see 

Rates,  141-143. 
Transformers  in  moving  picture  theaters  to  change  altemating  to 

direct  current,  see  Sebvice,  120. 

SI-ORDERS. 

Order  requiring  delivery  of  31-orders  to  engineer  as  well  as  con* 
ductor,  see  Service,  183. 

THROUGH  RATES. 

Establishing  through  rates  with  milling-in-transit  privilege  as  abuse 
to  police  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  33,  14. 

Order  requiring  through  rate  not  invalid  because  of  vagueness,  see 
Orders,  1. 

Power  of  Washington  Commission  to  establish  through  rates  on 
grain  with  milling-in-trcuisit  privilege,  see  Rates,  32. 

THROUGH  SERVICE. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  of  interurban  railways  between  local 

and  through  service,  see  Apportionment,  6. 
Joint  railroad  rates  for  through  haul,  see  Rates,  231-234. 
Power  to  compel  street  railway  company  to  furnish  through  service 

for  single  fare,  see  Rates,  269. 
Power  to  compel  stopping  of  through  trains  where  railroad  has  only 

running  privileges  over  tracks,  see  Service,  207. 

Rules  in  New  Hampshire  requiring  separate  telephone  line  for, 
P.U.R.1917B,  p.  677. 

TICKER  SERVICE. 

Right  of  stock  exchange  to  approve  applicant  for  stock  quotation 
ticker  service,  see  Discrimination,  118. 

Stock  quotation  ticker  service  as  interstate  commerce^  see  Inter- 
state Cohmerce,  6. 

Right  of  telegraph  company  to  refuse  stock  quotation  ticker  service 
to  bucket  shop,  see  Service,  251. 
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TICKETS. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  selling  tickets,  see  Appobtionmsnt,  19. 

Tickets  for  interurban  railway  within  city  limits,  see  Rates,  175. 

Collection  of  excess  fares  from  interurban  railway  passengers. with- 
out tickets,  see  Kates,  180. 

Railroad  commutation  tickets,  see  Rates,  192,  193. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  hold  train  until  pass^iger  buys  ticket^  see 
Rates,  19da. 

Doty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  that  he  may  purchase  ticket 
at  next  station,  see  Rates,  195b. 

Ticket  books  preferable  to  round  trip  tickets  for  interurban  rail- 
ways, see  Rates,  170. 

Ticket  books  for  street  railways,  see  Rates,  266. 

TIES. 

Apportionment  of  maintenance  of,  see  Apportionment,  18. 

TIME. 

Time  for  passing  upon  applications,  see  Commissions,  2. 

Low  rate  for  long  time  as  not  establishing  valid  custom,  see  Bis- 

CRIMINATION,  65. 

Extension  of  time  to  complete  reconstruction  under  California  Safe- 
ty Law,  see  Eleotbioity,  8,  9. 
.  Time  of  putting  into  effeet  new  schedule  of  rates,  see  Rates,  49. 

Periods  of  year  of  shipments  of  fuel  wood  as  ajffecting  joint  rates,  aee 
Rates,  2o2. 

Time  for  filing  complaint  for  reparation  under  Illinois  statiiW*  see 
Reparation,  14. 

Effeet  of  time  of  valuation,  see  Valuation,  10. 

Period  of  time  for  taking  average  cost  in  ascertaining  reproduction 
cost,  see  Valuation,  101-105. 

For  construction  in  computing  interest  during  construction,  see 
Valuation,  144. 

Of  making  valuation,  see  Valuation,  216-220. 

Time  of  payment  considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital,  see 
Valuation,  332. 

tuse  bcwedvi^ 

Duty  of  interurban  railway  to  file  time  table  with  Commission,  see 
Service,  168. 

TIPS. 

Tips  to  operators  of  mutual  telq»hones  by  nonsubscribcrs  as  con- 
stituting operation  for  hire,  see  Publio  Utilities,  19. 

TITLE. 

Determination  of  ownership  of  property  in  a  rate  prooeeding,  see 
Rates,  52. 

TOIIiET  FACILITIES. 

At  railroad  stations,  see  Service,  194. 
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TOIX  LIHE8. 

Physical  connection  b^;weeB  toll  lines  and  local  lines,  iee  Sblvkm, 

278. 
Exemption  of  toll  lines  from  clearances  required  by  Caiilomia 

Safety  Law,  see  Telephones,  2. 

TOIX  ME8BA&S8. 

Preserving  competitive  status  between  telephones  upon  ordering 
physical  connection,  see  Monofolt  and  Ck>iCPBnnoN,  d. 

TOZX  RATES. 

Telephone  toll  rates,  see  Rates,  285-2S8. 

TOIX  SERVICE. 

Free  telephone  toll  service  as  discrimination,  see  DisCBiKiNAnoir, 

102-104. 
Method  of  division  of  revenue  from  toll  service  betwe^i  telephone 

companies,  see  Telephones,  5,  6. 

TOO£S. 

Charge  for,  in  fixing  cost  of  extension,  see  VALUATiozr,  229. 

TOPOGRAPHY. 

Consideration  of  the  difference  of  tepography  cf  the  eou&try  lA  com- 
paring freight  rates,  flee  Rates,  222. 

TORHADOES. 

Tornado  insurance,  see  Insubancb. 

Surplus  to  take  care  of  extraordinary  emergencies  such  as  tornadoes, 
etc.,  see  Reti/bn,  168,  169. 

TOWNS. 

See  Municipalities.  ^ 

TOWNSHIPS. 

Right  of  city  to  provide  water  for  itself  and  citizens  as  limited  by 
action  of  township  prior  to  incorporation  of  city  in  granting 
franchise  to  water  company  to  lay  mains  ia  streets,  see  Munic- 
ipalities, 8. 

TRACKAGE  CONNECTIONS. 

Validity  of  statute  reqmring,  see  Constitutional  Law,  24. 

For  interchange  of  freight  between  railroads,  see  SnviCE,  223-227. 

Physical  connection  not  justified  under  New  York  statute  where 

one  company  will  be  given  use  of  tracks  and  terminal  facilities 

of  another,  see  Service,  227. 
Expense  of  connecting  track  between  raf broads  as  chargeable  to 

capital,  see  Valuation,  215. 

TRACK  LAYOUTS. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  over,  see  Oeossinss,  11. 
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TmAomtL 

S«e  gMentUy,  Rauaoads. 

Valuation  of,  tee  Valuatioit,  11,  ZUk 

niiBOM  rules  for  eonstmetloii  a»  to  wires  about  railroad  traek, 
P.UJt.  1917A,  pp.  862,  868. 

TRACK  SCALES. 

See  SoAUES. 

TBACTXOir  COHPAKT. 

Lower  electric  rate  to,  than  to  other  large  consumers,  as  diserimlna* 
tion,  see  Discrimination,  61. 

TRAFFIC. 

Delay  in  delirery  of  freight  as  violation  of  order  of  Ck>inmis8ion  as 
not  excused  by  congestion  of  traffic,  see  Ssbviob^  180. 

TRAIN  MILE  METROB. 

Definition  of,  as  used  in  apportioning  operating  expenses  between 
different  services,  P JJJUltlTD,  p.  174. 

TRAIH8. 

Order  requiring  restoration  of  passeoffsr  train  lervke  at  taidfig 
property  without  oompensaticm,  see  Constitutional  Law,  21. 

Stopping  of  interstate  train  as  interference  with  interstate  com- 
merce, see  Interstate  Commebce,  19-21. 

Penalty  for  failure  to  hold  train  nntil  passenger  bngrs  ticket,  see 
Rates,  195a. 

Duty  of  conductor  to  inform  passenger  without  ticket  that  he  may 
purchase  one  at  next  station,  see  Rates,  195b. 

Passenger  train  service,  see  Service,  201-209a. 

TRANSFER  CHARGE. 

Commission  without  authority  under  Massachusetts  statute  to  re- 
quire railroad  to  absorb  transfer  charge  from  one  wharf  be- 
eause  absorbing  it  from  a  competiog  wharf,  see  Discbikina- 
TION,  11. 

TRANSFER  COMPANIES. 

See  also  Baggage  T^ansfeb. 

AHowaAce  of  12  per  cent  at  rsium  for  baggage  tnunfer  company, 
see  RnuiN,  59. 

TRANSFERS. 

Power  to  compel  street  railway  company  to  furnish  through  serviee 
for  single  fare,  iee  Baixs,  26Q. 

TRANSFORMERS. 

Transformers  in  moving  picture  theaters  to  change  alternating  to 
direct  current,  see  Se^vios,  120. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 31. 
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482  TRANSMISSION  LINE— TRIAL. 

Purchase  of  consumer's  transformers  by  utility,  see  Sebtiob,  HI/- 
Valuation  of  transformers  and  other  equipment  pi^Tcfaascd  from 
consumers,  see  Valuation,  293-298. 

Rules  governing  construction  of  electric  transformers  in  buildings 
of  gas  and  steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  266. 

Rules  governing  installation  of  electric  service  equipment  in  New 
York,  first  district,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  441. 

Rules  of  Connecticut  Commission  governing  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  electric  transformers  and  similar  attachments  on  wood 
poles  carrying  electric  wires  of  two  or  more  parties,  P.U.R.1917C,  p. 
948. 

TBANSMISSIOH  UNE. 

See  also  Electbicitt;  Wibes  and  Cables. 

Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  for  induction  from  high 

voltage  transmission  line,  see  DahaobS)  2. 
Private  transmission  line  over  public  property  as  constituting  owner 

a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utiuties,  13. 

TRAH8POBTATION  CORPOBATXOK  LAW« 

See  Statutes. 

TRAVXUlia  8AI.E8BIEH. 

Lower  baggage  rates  to  commercial  travelers  as  unlawful  diterim- 
ination,  see  Discbimination,  71-75. 

TREAiSURT  STOCK. 

When  sale  of,  is  permissible  to  pay  dividends,  see  Secubixit  Issuss, 
30,  31. 

TRENCHES. 

Consideration  of  cost  of  excavating  trenches  in  ascertaining  repro- 
duction cost  of  water  system,  see  Valuation,  95. 

TRESTLES. 

Apportionment  of  maintenance  of,  see  Appobtionment,  18. 

TRIAL. 

See  also  Pbocedubb. 

1.  The  question  of  earnings  it  not  in  issue  upon  a  complaint 
against  inadequate  train  service  due  to  the  lack  of  adequate  motive 
power  and  proper  cars,  where  no  notice  has  been  given  of  proposed  in- 
crease in  rates.  Re  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  'P.U.Il4917Bi 
904. 

2.  That  a  railroad  names  a  lower  rate  between  cities  than  from 
points  intermediate  will  not  be  considered  on  a  hearing  of  a  complaint 
against  the  rates  from  the  intermediate  points,  where  ihe  tcnspMOt 
inakes  no  mention  of  such  conditions.  Baldwin  Sc  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette 
R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  15. 
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TRIAL  BY  JURY— TURNING  OFF  AND  ON.  483 

3.  A  contention  that  one  should  be  punished  for  violation  of  a 
Commission  order  will  not  be  entertained  where  the  complaint  contains 
no  specific  allegation  as  to  any  \iolation  and  no  citation  thereon  has 
been  issued  as  provided  by  law.  Ft.  Supply  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Pion- 
eer Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917A,  188. 

4.  A  request  for  Sunday  telephone  service,  made  at  the  hearing  by 
persons  not  parties  to  the  proceeding,  will  not  be  formally  considered 
where  the  complaint  contains  no  allegation  as  to  such  service.  Vogt 
v.. Linden  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1017A,  614. 

5.  In  an  action  against  a  city  for  the  services  of  a  utility  which  is 
under  the  control  of  the  State  Public  Utilities  Commission,  charges 
being  made  at  t^e  rate  fixed  by  that  body,  no  defense  or  partial  de- 
fense is  established  by  evidence  that  a  lower  rate  had  been  agreed 
upon  between  the  parties,  and  that  the  plaintiff  had  served  other  per- 
sons at  a  lower  rate  and  had  in  various  ways  violated  city  ordinances 
and  rules  of  the  Utilities  Commission.  Leavenworth  City  k  Ft.  L. 
Water  Co.  v.  Leavenworth  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917P,  433  (S.  0.  —  Kan.  — , 
1C6  Pac.  234). 

TBIAI.  BT  JUBT. 

Right  to  trial  by  jury,  see  Constitutional  Law,  20. 

TBIAI.  OPEBATIOH. 

Trial  meter  rates  upon  change  from  flat  rates,  see  Rates,  83. 

Results  from  test  period  during  November  and  l>ecember  as  evidence 
upon  issue  whether  railroad  rates  are  confiscatory,  see  Rates, 
93. 

Actual  trial  before  increasing  rates  upon  establishing  physical  con- 
nection, see  Rates,  283. 

Necessity  of  test  by  actual  trial  before  abandoning  branch  line  iail- 
road  believed  to  be  unprofitable,  see  Sebvice,  188. 

Expenses  attached  to  trial  operation  of  power  plant  as  capital 
charge,  see  Valuation,  210. 

TBUCKS. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  DeWECLATION,  18. 

TBII8T  CEBTIFICATE8. 

See  Equipment  Trust  Certificates. 

7BU8T  FUHB. 

Deposits  as  security  for  payment  to  be  kept  in  leparate  trust  fimd» 
see  Payment,  20. 

TUN08TEK  I.A1IP8. 

.  See  Lamps. 

TUBHIHO  OPT  AND  OK. 

Charge  for,  see  Payment,  29,  30. 
Fees  for,  see  Service,  137-140. 
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484  ultra  vires— unit  costs. 

uIpTra  vires. 

Performance  by  water  company  of  contract  ultra  vires  as  to  city, 
see  C0NTRAOT8, 1. 

UJIBILLEB  QURRBHT* 

Considered  in  allowance  for  working  capital,  see  VALUAXioir,  326. 

VHCEBTAIIITY. 

Order  requiring  through  rate  not  inyalid  because  of  uneertainfy,  ses 
Oboebs,  1. 

UK COIXECTABUB  ACCOUNTS. 

Apportionment  of  loss  from,  see  Appobtionkent,  4. 
Unoollectable  accounts  as  charge  to  operating  expenses,  see  Rcnnur, 
171. 

UiiJfBROBOUIID  CONDUITS. 

Reasonableness  of  ordinance  requiring  placing  of  wired  in  conduits, 
see  WiBBS  AND  Cables. 

UNDER  WRITERS. 

Consideration  of  expenses  for  underwriting  syndicates,  see  Valua* 
TION,  124. 

UNFUNDED  DEBT. 

Considered  in  valuation,  see  Valuation,  63. 

UNIFIED  SYSTEM. 

Right  to  allowance  for  cost  of  establishing,  see  Valuation,  209. 

UNIFORM. 

New  Jersey  statute  requiring  street  railways  to  carry  free  of  charge 
police  officers  not  in  uniform  as  arbitrary  exercise  of  police 
power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  79. 

UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  ACCOUNTING. 

See  Accounting. 

UNINCORPORATED  ASSOCIATION. 

Unincorporated  mutual  association  composed  of  other  mutual  and 
unincorporated  companies,  as  entitled  to  protection  against 
competition,  see  Monopoly  and  Competitiok,  80. 

UNION  STATION. 

See  Stations  and  Stops. 

UNIT  COSTS. 

Different  unit  costs  requiring  different  rates  for  residential  and 
commercial  consumers,  see  Discrimination,  80. 

Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  96-105. 

Allowance  for  oTerheads  where  many  items  included  in  unit  costly 
see  Valuation,  116. 
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UNITED  STATES. 

Restriction  in  contract  with  United  States  as  permitting  large  re- 
turn, see  Rettjbn,  70. 

Oomsideration  in  fixing  vahie  of  water  rights,  that  power  site  is 
vnder  control  of  Federal  government,  8e«  VixuAnoN,  41^. 

UHITED  STATES  SUPRSME  OOUBT. 

See  Feiobal  Sufbems  Ck)UBT. 

UNIT  FRIGES. 

Consideration  in  fixing  unit  prioes,  see  Vixttation,  96-100. 

UNPROFITABUB  UNE. 

Str«at  railway  required  to  cerate,  see  Sebvxob,  229^ 

UNBBASONABUBNESS. 

Distinction  between  confiscation  and  unreasonableness  of  return, 
see  Retubn,  25,  26. 

UNUSED  PBOPEBTT. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  240-278. 

USAGE. 

Effect  of  usage  to  convert  interstate  shipment  into  intrastate  ship- 
ment, see  Interstate  Commebce,  1. 

USE. 

Electric  rate  to  give  consumers  benefit  from  increase  in  hours  of 

use,  see  Rates,  154. 
Valuation  of  property  not  used  or  useful,  see  Valuation,  240-278. 

UTAH. 

Power  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  road  by  railroad  com- 
pany, see  Secvicb,  23. 

UTILITIES. 

See  Public  Utilities. 

UTIUZATION  EQUIPMENT. 

Lamps  used  with  pumping  apparatus  as  utilisation  equipment  to  be 
charged  power  rates,  see  Ratbs,  139. 

VACATION. 

Discontinuance  without  notice  of  service  to,  during  vacation  period, 
see  Sebvice,  97,  98. 

VAGUENESS. 

Order  requiring  through  rate  not  invalid  because  of  vagueness,  seo 
Obdebs,  1. 
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486  VALUATION. 

VALUATION. 

I.  In  general,  1—0. 
II,  Methods  and  measures  of  ascertaining  value  or  cost,  7—107. 

a.  Weight  to  he  attached  to  estimates  and  appraisal,  7— P. 

b.  Tim.e  of  valwUion,  lO, 

c.  Consideration  of  accrued  depreoUiUosi,  ll'^2^ 

1.  In  general,  11^20. 

2.  Effect  of  service  condition,  21^-2^ 
d*  Ascertainment  of  value,  25^79, 

1.  In  general,  2S^29. 

2.  Value  as  an  entirety,  30. 

a.  General  factors  considered,  81^-9S. 

4.  Original  cost  or  investment  as  measmre,  «0^«-4^. 

5.  Reproduction  cost  as  measure,  44—46. 

6.  Reproduction  cost  less  depredation,  47*-tfO« 

7.  Capitalization  of  earnings,  Sl^-SS. 

8.  Value  of  securities,  1^6-67. 

9.  Value  fixed  for  other  purposes,  0^—75. 

(a)  In  general,  63^70. 

(b)  Taxation  value,  71-73. 

(c)  Sale  price,  74,  75. 

10.  Book  cost  or  value,  76—79. 

e.  Ascertainment  of  original  cost,  80—80. 

/.  Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost,  90—105. 

1.  In  general,  90—95. 

2.  Determination  of  unit  costs,  96-105. 

(a)   In  general,  96—100. 

(h)   Average  period  of  years;  present  day  dbnor- 
mal  prices,  101—105. 
g.  Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation, 
106,  107. 
III.  Nonphycical  elements  affecting  value  or  cost,  108—208, 
a.  Overhead  expenses,   108^180. 
s      1.  In  general,  108—118, 

2.  Legal  and  organization  expenses,  119-126. 
iJ.  Engineering  and  sup'>rvision,  126a— ISt. 

4.  Cost  of  financing,   132,  133. 

5.  Interest  during  construction,  134—144. 

(a)  In  general,  134^148. 

(b)  Construction  period,  144. 

e.  Taxes  during  oonstr%totion,  145,  146. 

7.  Insurance  during  constrtiction,   147—149. 

8.  Contingencies,  150—159. 

9.  Promotion  expenses,  160^167. 

10.  Contractors'  profits,  168—171, 

11.  AHotrance  for  groups  of  expenses,  172^180. 
h.  Bond  discount  and  brokerage,  181—192. 

e.  Paving  over  mains,  193—203. 

d.  Adaptation  and  solidification,  204,  205. 
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VALUATION.  487 

IF.  Miscellaneous  items  chargeable  to  capital,  906-^237* 
a.  In  general,  206^I911>. 
h.  Betterments  or  losses  after  original  valtiation,  216^221. 

1.  Betterments  and  eootensions,  216^220. 

2.  Losses,  221. 

e.  Itetns  chargeable  to  capital  or  income,  222, 

d.  Items  chargeable  to  capital  or  operation,  223^237. 

1,  In  general,  223^280. 

2.  Expenses  in  connection  tiHtH  gas  wells,  231''237. 
F.  Valuation  of  particular  Idnds  of  tangible  property,  233^ 

34:9. 

a,  Property  paid  for  out  of  surplus  earnings,  238,  239. 

b.  Property  not  used  or  iiseful,  240^278. 

1.  In  general,  249^263. 

2.  Investment  in  advance  of  present  needs,  2S4r^261, 

3.  Property  %ised  in  emergencies,  262^272. 

4.  Discarded  or  abandoned  proper^,  273^276. 
6.  Dwelling  houses,  277,  278. 

€•  Property  not  owned  by  utility,  279^284. 

1.  In  general,  279^-282. 

2.  Leased  property,  283,  284. 
4.  Property  not  paid  for,  28&~-292. 

1.  Donated  property  generally,  285^^88. 

2.  Service  connections  paid  for  by  consumers,  289-^ 

292. 
0.  Consumers*  equipment  taken  over  by  utility,  293'^298. 
/.  Lands^  299--309. 

1.  In  general,  299-^03. 

2.  Adaptability,  304^-306. 

3.  Multiples,  307. 

4.  Appreciation,  308. 

5.  Allowance  for  severance  damages ,^  309. 
g.  Working  capital,  310'-349. 

1.  In  general,  310-314. 

2.  Purpose  of  allowance,  315—318. 

3.  Items  incltided,'  supplies  and  materials,  319—326. 

4.  Amounts  allowed,  327-349. 

(a)  In  general,  327-332. 

(b)  Percentage  allowances,  333. 

(c)  Specific  allottances,  334—349. 

Tl.  Valuation  of  particular  kinds  of  intangible  property,  350— 
433. 
a.  In  general,  350—354. 
^*  €Mng  value,  355—409. 

1.  In  general,  355,  356. 

2.  Plant  considered  as  going  concern,  357—370. 

(a)  In  general,  357—360. 

(b)  Consideration  of  going  concern  value  aWiough 

losses  have  been  recouped,  361—365. 

(c)  No  specific  allowance  for  going  concern  valacp 

366-370. 
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468  VALUATION,  I. 

VI.  h^r-cantinued, 

3.  Ascertainment,  871'-'406. 

(a)  In  general,  371* 

(h)  Hypothetical   or   comparative  plant   tnethod, 
372-378. 

(c)  Cost  of  development  of  hu94nes9f  379-^83, 

(d)  ISarly  losses,  384^^406. 

(1)  In  general,  384^^9 1. 

(2)  Where  losses  have  been  met  otU  of  eartu 

ings,  392-^406. 

(3)  Deficits  after  development  period,  406. 

4,  Specific  allo^tances,  407—400. 
e.  Franchises,  410—414. 

d.  Bights  of  way,  easements,  etc.,  415,  416. 
€•  Contrail  and  leases,  417—410. 
/.  Patent  rights  and  licenses,  420,  421. 
g.  Water  rights,  422—433. 

1.  In  general,  422—426, 

2.  Ascertainment  of  value,  427*''433. 

(a)  In  general,  427—430, 

(b)  Saving  over  steam,  431'''^L33m 

I.  In  general. 

When  appeal  from  Commission's  valuation  of  plant  not  allowed,  tee 

Appeal  akd  Review,  10. 
Apportionment  of  expense  of  valuation  proceedings  as  between  gas, 

electric  and  steam  heating  departments,  see  Appobtionm^^t,  68. 
Depreciation  because  of  inadequacy  from  failure  to  install  mains  of  suf* 

flcient  capacity  for  reasonable  growth  of  city,  see  Depreciation,  58, 

61. 
Power  of  California  Commission  relative  to  fixing  compensation  for  mu- 
nicipal acquisition,  see  Municipal  Plant,  2-4. 
Failure  to  file  a  statement  of  valuation,  as  affecting  validity  of  order 

fixing  rates,  see  Obdebs,  S|. 
Conclusiveness  of  Commission's  valuation  of  utility's  plant  under  stat-  ' 

ute  making  findings  of  Commission  "conclusivft  evidence  of  facts 

therein  stated,"  see  Obdebs,  6. 
Consideration  of  relation  between  return  and  valuation  in  rate  making, 

see  Rates,  2. 
Report  for  purpose  of  identifying  capital  expenditures,  see  Repobts,  2. 
Effect  of  liberal  valuation  upon  return  in  the  future,  see  RetuBn,  13. 
Consideration  of  valuation  in  fixing  return,  see  Retubn,  36. 

Annotation  on  the  value  of  property  as  limitation  upon  capitaliza- 
tion, P.U.R.1917E,  p.  484. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  reorganization,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  197. 

Discussion  of  general  factors  to  be  considered,  P.n.R.1917A,  p.  687. 

1.  The  fair  value  of  utility  property  should  form  the  basis  for  the 
computation  of  just  rates.  Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL 
1917D,  17. 
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VALUATION,  11.  a.  480 

2.  The  fair  and  reasonable  value  of  the  property  used  and  uselml 
for  the  convenience  of  the  public  at  the  time  of  the  inquiry  furnishes 
the  basis  for  fixing  rates.  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  666. 

3.  The  fair  present  value  of  property  used  and  useful  in  rendering 
public  service,  rather  than  the  cost  of  such  property,  must  be  taken  as 
the  rate-making  value.  Kennedy  v.  De  Kalb-8ycamore  Electric  Co.  ( 111. ) 
P.U.R.1917E,  288. 

4.  The  words,  "fair  value,"  as  used  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making, 
must  be  entirely  disassociated  from  the  commercial '  meaning  of  the 
word  "value,*'  and  held  to  mean  that  just  and  equitable  amount  which, 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  constitutes  the  basis  upon  which 
the  return  fairly  allowed  to  the  utility  may  be  justly  computed.  Re 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

6.  The  purpose  of  requiring  that  a  sale  of  a  utility  plant  shall  be 
only  at  a  fair  and  reasonable  value  is  to  encourage  the  construction  of 
utilities  and  to  protect  the  public  from  excessive  rates.  Re  Stevenot 
{Philippine)  P.U.R.1017A,  663. 

6.  In  valuing  an  inefficient  irrigation  system  for  rate  making,  the 
Idaho  Commission  treated  the  system  as  efficient,  and,  on  the  theory 
that  it  was  capable  of  impounding  and  distributing  all  of  the  waters 
intended,  determined  the  charges  to  be  made  for  the  service  upon  such 
basis,  the  owner  of  the  system  being  required  to  make  the  system  efficient 
or  to  provide  other  efficient  means  of  conserving  and  distributing  the 
water.    Re  Hughes  (Idaho)  P.UJt.l917D,  359. 

II,  Methods  and  measturea  o/  ascertaining  value  er  cost, 

a.  Weight  to  J>e  attached  to  estimates  and  appraisal. 

7.  The  weight  to  be  assigned  to  various  appraisals  and  estimates 
of  value  depends  upon  the  personality  of  the  appraiser,  the  thorough- 
ness with  which  he  performs  his  task,  and  the  theory  under  which  the 
appraisal  is  compiled  and  depreciated.  Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks 
Co.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

8.  Great  weight  will  not  be  given  the  testimony  of  the  utility's 
engineer  as  to  the  value  of  natural  g&s  leaseholds,  based  upon  the  value 
of  similar  adjacent  property,  where  his  only  knowledge  of  the  territory 
is  a  general  knowledge  of  the  gas  business  and  information  obtained 
during  a  short  time  in  making  his  inventory  and  appraisal  of  the  sys- 
tem; but  great  weight  will  be  given  his  value  of  wells  where  based 
on  a  flve-year  average  cost  of  materials  and  labor  from  the  company's 
books.    Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  677. 

9.  An  estimate  by  the  Commission's  engineers  of  the  cost  of  in- 
stalled water  pipe  based  on  experience  with  harder  soils,  on  the  proven 
cost  of  excavating  and  backfilling  service  trenches  in  the  locality  in 
question,  and  the  actual  cost  of  installation  in  other  localities  under 
similar  conditions,  will  be  adopted  in  a  rate  valuation,  rather  than  an 

'  estimate  by  the  oompan3r'8  engineers  based  on  memory,  two  years  after 
the  work  was  done,  supplementing  labor  slips  which  do  not  show  the 
job,  the  amount  of  pipe  laid,  the  plaee  where  laid,  or  whether  the  service 
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men  who  did  the  work  were  taken  off  of  that  job  for  other  work.    Re 
Belvedere  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

h.  Time  of  valuation, 

10.  The  value  of  a  utility's  property  for  municipal  acquisition  must 
be  determined  upon  the  worth  of  the  things  to  be  transferred  under 
the  conditions  and  for  the  purposes  for  which  they  are  being  utilized 
at  the  time  of  the  valuation,  and  not  upon  the  probable  value  of  such 
property  for  some  future  or  different  use  to  which  the  purchaser  may 
put  it.    Re  San  Fernando  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  261. 

c.  Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation. 

1.  In  general. 

11.  Accrued  depreciation  should  be  taken  into  consideration  hi 
valuing  a  railroad  roadbed  and  track  structure  for  rate  making.  Ann 
Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  Fellows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  623  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  387). 

12.  Whether  a  deduction  should  be  made  for  accrued  depreciation, 
in  a  rate  valuation,  depends  very  largely  upon  the  amount  which  the 
company  is  permitted  to  set  aside  as  an  annual  depreciation  reserve, 
and  whether  such  requirement  is  set  aside  on  the  straight-line  or  en 
the  sinking-fund  basis.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  H6at  k  P.  Co. 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

13.  A  utility  return  may  be  calculated  on  the  whole  investment, 
whether  represented  by  stock  or  bonds,  the  company  having  been 
unable  through  deficiency  of  income  to  make  adequate  provision  for 
depreciation.  Re  Manchester  &  N.  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
255. 

14.  The  question  of  what  allowance,  if  any,  shall  be  made  for  ac- 
crued depreciation  in  a  valuation  for  rate  purposes,  cannot  be  justly 
settled  without  considering  the  amount  which  the  ratepayers  annually 
have  paid  and  are  paying  in  the  rate  charge  because  of  depreciation. 
Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

15.  The  Missouri  Commission  is  not  inclined,  in  arriving  at  original 
cost,  to  deduct  accrued  depreciation,  since  that  is  a  matter  having  to 
do  with  value  rather  than  cost.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  & 
Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

16.  The  depreciation  reserve  of  a  utility  should  be  deducted  from  the 
plant  investment  in  ascertaining  the  original  cost  to  date,  where  the  re- 
serve represents  depreciation  accrued  but  not  materialized,  and  the 
money  has  not  been  set  aside  as  a  separate  fund  but  has.  been  lued  in 
making  permanent  improvements.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

17.  Accrued  depreciation  must  be  deducted  from  cost  new  in  valu- 
ing utility  property  for  rate-making  purposes.  Moritz  v.  Edisom  Electrie 
Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

18.  Accrued  depreciation  must  be  deducted  from  the  reproduction 
cost  new  of  a  street  railway,  in  a  valuation  for  the  purpose  of  the  is- 
suance of  stoek  by  a  company  organized  to  take  over  property  Iram 
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tiie  pvdiuer  At  a  reodver's  sale,  mnder  a  statete  (Maas.)  Acts  19M, 
pt.  3,  §  145)  requiring  the  ''fair  cost  of  replacing^  to  be  determined 
for  sneh  porpoee.    Re  Witfaington  (Mam.)  P.UJEL1917B,  410. 

10.  The  aoemed  depreciation  ol  a  aiility  should  be  deducted  from  the 
reproduction  cost  in  fixing  the  rate-making  value.  Re  Kansas  City 
Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1017C,  728. 

20.  That  the  value  of  a  water  and  eewer  system  in  a  mining  town 
will  depredate  because  of  the  loss  of  the  market  due  to  exhaustion  of 
the  mines  should  be  considered  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  for 
use  in  determining  whether  rates  fixed  by  the  Commission  are  con- 
fiscatory. Goldfield  C<msol.  Water  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission 
(Fed.)  P.U.R.1017A,  685  (S.  0.  286.  Fed.  070). 

2.  Effect  of  service  candition. 

21.  The  service  condition  of  the  property  of  a  public  utility  is  not 
a  measure  of  its  depreciation  in  a  valuation  for  rate-making  purposes,  ^ 
and  is  therefore  of  no  assistance  in  arriving  at  the  amount  which  should 
be  in  the  reserve  for  accrued  depreciation,  the  annual  rate  at  which 
such  reserve  should  be  set  aside,  or  the  amount  which  should,  in  fair- 
ness  to  the  patrons,  be  deducted  for  rate-making  purposes.  Re  Moun- 
tain States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  108. 

22.  A  deduction  must  be  made  for  depreciation  of  locomotive  en- 
gines after  several  years*  use,  in  fixing  their  value  for  sale  and  security 
issue  purposes,  although  they  are  giving  satisfactory  service.  Re  Illi- 
nois Terminal  R.  Co.   (III.)   P.U.R.1917B,  494. 

28.  A  smaller  amount  of  depreciation  may  be  deducted  from  repro- 
duction cost  in  a  rate  valuation  than  in  a  sale  or  security  issue  valua- 
tion, where  the  plant  is  efficient  but  an  adequate  depreciation  reserve 
has  not  been  created.  Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1017C,  982. 

24.  The  Idaho  Commission  will  deduct  accrued  depreciation  from 
the  value  of  a  titility's  property  in  a  rate  proceeding  where  the  plant 
has  depreciated  to  such  an  extent  as  to  reduce  its  efficiency.  Wiseman 
V.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.IOUC,  111. 

d.  Aacei'tainment  of  value. 

1.  In  general, 

25.  DifTerent  parcels  of  land  should  not  be  valued  by  different  meth- 
ods, as  by  taking  the  present  value  for  some  and  the  cost  for  others^ 
Moritz  V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1017A,  364. 

26.  The  ratio  of  the  fair  value  to  the  book  value  of  utility  property, 

as  a  whole,  was  applied  by  the  Wisconsin  Commission  to  the  various   ^ 
sections  of  the  property  in  order  to  fix  the  fair  value  of  each  section. 
Re  Portage  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1017C,  647. 

27.  In  considering  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  of  a  utility  operat- 
ing in  the  District  of  Co^mbia  the  value  of  the  company's  property  out- 
side of  the  district  was  included,  it  appearing  that  the  earnings,  as  well 
as  the  operating  expenses,  outside  of  the  Biatrioty  were  not  separately  ao- 
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ooMnted  for  on  the  books  oi  tho  company.    Be  Potomao  Eleotrie  Pow«r 
Co.  (D,  C.)  P.U.R.1917F,  70. 

28.  An  allowance  muet  be  made  for  shrinkage,  in  detfrmining  the 
amount  of  ezcaTation,  a  number  of  years  after  the  work  is  done^  by  the 
size  of  the  embankment  built  out  of  the  ezcarated  mat^iaL  Ee  In- 
dianapolis Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  556. 

29.  A  book  Talue  of  $42.15  per  telephone,  $41.76  per  ocmductor  mile, 
and  $5.37  per  pole  is  not  excessive  for  a  small  local  and  rural  system 
having  magneto  energy  and  metallic  drcuits.  Re  Stratford  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  434. 

9.  Value  as  an  enUretu* 

30.  Fair  value  for  rate  making  is  not  obtained  by  formula  or  by 
fixing  an  individual  value  to  each  of  the  many  component  parts  of  the 
plant  for  the  purpose  of  summation,  but  is  arrived  at  by  the  exercise 
of  reasonable  judgment  upon  all  of  the  evidence,  and  may  be  more  or 
less  than  the  summation  of  the  values  of  the  separate  parts.  Lincoln 
V.  Lincoln  Water  ft  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  HI.  P.  U.  C. 
R.  113). 

a.  Oeweral  factors  considered. 

31.  The  original  cost  to  date  and  the  reproduction  cost  of  utility 
property  are  prominent  factors  in  fixing  the  rate-making  value,  al- 
though all  evidence  of  value  should  also  be  considered.  Re  Kansas  City 
Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.D.R.1917C,  728. 

32.  The  rate-making  value  of  a  utility  is  the  figure  derived  from  and 
arising  out  of  the  judgment  of  the  regulating  body  in  whose  discretion 
the  law  vests  the  power  of  determining  the  same,  upon  a  consideration 
of  the  original  cost,  reproduction  cost,  reproduction  cost  less  deprecia- 
tion, value  of  securities,  and  other  factors,  and  not  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  a  single  factor,  or  an  arbitrary  combination  of  factors.  Greens- 
burg  V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

33.  In  arriving  at  the  value  of  the  physical  properly  the  Oklahoma 
dSommission  must  take  into  consideration  original  cost,  costs  of  the 
various  parts  of  the  property  if  it  were  necessary  to  buy  and  install 
them  at  the  present  time,  and  the  cost  of  the  various  parts  or  elements 
of  the  property  as  affected  by  depreciation.  Re  Osage  &  0.  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

34.  In  arriving  at  the  fair  value  of  a  utility's  property  for  rate 
making,  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  considers  all  the  ^ts  submitted 
in  the  evidence.  Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  17. 
35.  In  determining  the  fair  and  reasonable  value  of  a  utility's  prop- 
erty used  and  useful  in  the  public  service,  the  Indiana  Commission 
must  give  consideration  ''to  the  reasonable  cost  of  Inringing  Hm  prop- 
erty to  its  then  state  of  efficiency."  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  556. 

4.  Original  oosi  or  investment  as  measure* 

See  also  supra,  31-33,  and  infra,  79. 
Ascertainment  of  original  cost,  see  infra,  80-00. 
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36.  The  original-cost  method  of  valuing  public  utfUty's  property 
must  be  given  due  weight  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Lincoln  ▼. 
I^coln  Water  ft  Light  Co  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (8.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R. 
113). 

37.  The  actual  cost  of  a  utility's  plant  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  con- 
clusive measure  of  "present  value"  upon  which  a  return  should  be 
earned,  since  such  a  theory  would  disregard  the  depreciation  and  ihe 
appreciation  of  property.  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R 
1917E,  556. 

38.  The  actual  investment  of  a  utility  should  be  recognized  in  a 
Tate  valuation  so  long  as  the  property  is  being  used  in  giving  efficient 
service,  although  the  real  value  of  the  property  is  impaired  by  its  loca- 
tion and  dependence  upon  other  property.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gas- 
light Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

39.  The  net  investment  as  shown  by  the  company's  books  furnishes 
the  best  method  of  valuation  for  rate  making,  where  the  records  of  the 
company  have  been  well  kept  and  preserved.  Blueficld  v.  Bluefleld 
Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  22. 

40.  In  a  rate  proceeding  the  Missouri  Commission  considers  all 
evidence  bearing  upon  value,  particularly  the  original  cost  of  con- 
struction and  the  amount  expended  in  permanent  improvements,  and 
the  pre8en<>  as  compared  with  the  original  cost  of  construction.  Pine 
Lawn  V.  West  St.  Louis  Water  ft  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679 
(S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

41.  Compensation  for  sacrifices,  or  the  amount  of  money  or  the 
equivalent  of  money  which  the  public  utility  investor  has  sacrificed  for 
the  purpose  of  serving  consumers,  is  a  proper  formula  for  arriving 
at  the  rate  base;  but  the  adoption  of  such  formula  will  not  permit  the 
allowance  of  the  present  market  value  of  land  or  the  "value"  of  going 
concern  considered  as  an  intangible  property  right  created  by  the 
initiative  and  the  ability  of  the  manager  of  the  company.  Re  Los 
Angeles  Gas  ft  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

42.  A  Commission  is  justified  in  assuming  that  the  actual  invest- 
ment, as  shown  by  the  books  of  a  public  utility,  is  the  present  value 
for  rate-making  purposes,  where  it  appears  that  the  amount  invested 
is  not  denied  by  protestants;  that  the  actual  value,  as  far  as  the  evi- 
dence shows,  is  much  higher;  and  that  the  amount  of  the  investment 
is  somewhat  less  than  the  value  reported  for  the  purposes  of  taxation. 
Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  923. 

43.  The  peculiar  and  transitory  nature  of  a  natural  gas  system  does 
not  justify  taking  only  the  actual  investment  as  the  rate-making  value; 
nor  should  such  value  be  limited  by  the  investment,  since  the  utility 
is  entitled  to  the  increase  from  developing  undeveloped  or  partially  de- 
veloped territory.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  ft  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.UJt. 
1917A,  577. 

S.  Beproduction  cost  as  nieaaure* 
Bee  also  supra,  31-33. 

44.  The  cost  of  reproduction  of  an  interstate  telephone  company        ]^ 
located  in  a  particular  state  and  properly  apportioned  thereto  is  a 
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proper  element  to  be  considered  in  finding  its  value  for  rate  purposes. 
Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

45.  In  fixing  the  cost  of  an  extension  upon  which  oonsumers  are 
required  to  guarantee  a  certain  return,  a  utility  cannot  charge  the 
advanced  market  price  for  iron  pipe  at  the  time  it  was  installed,  where 
^e*  pipe  is  charged  to  the  plant  account  at  the  oost  prioe.  Be  Augusta 
Water  Dist.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  653. 

46.  A  utility  will  not  be  entitled  to  olaim,  in  a  sale  and  security 
issue  valuation,  a  greater  value  than  the  original  cost  of  machinery  after 
several  years'  use,  merely  because  at  the  time  the  vahie  of  the  property 
was  sought  to  be  determined  there  existed  an  era  of  exceptional  national 
prosperity,  with  consequent  high  prices,  since  the  intrinsic  worth  should 
govern  rather  than  artificial  elements  of  value  created  by  fortuitous 
circumstances.    Re  Illinois  Terminal  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  494. 

6.  Beproduction  cost  less  depredation, 

47.  Failure  to  recognize  the  appreciation  of  a  utility's  property  in 
a  rate  valuation  does  not  necessarily  constitute  confiscation,  since 
the  courts  have  not  stated  that  reproduction  cost  new— or  less  depre- 
ciation— must  be  the  sole  criterion  of  value.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water 
&  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (4  III.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113).^ 

48.  The  cost  of  reproduction  less  depreciation  is  not  the  measure  of 
the  present  value  of  the  property  of  a  railroad  company  in  all  cases, 
since  value  may  be  affected  by  density  of  traffic  and  obsolescence.  Ann 
Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  Fellows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  523  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  387). 

49.  The  rate-making  value  of  a  utility  cannot  be  determined  solely 
by  the  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  plus  appreciation,  since  the 
amount  so  determined  is  merely  one  of  the  elements  which  may  be 
considered.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
677. 

50.  Considerable  weight  should  be  given  to  the  cost  of  reproduction 
less  depreciation  in  fixing  the  value  of  a  utility's  property  for  the  pur- 
pose of  issuing  securities,  when  such  cost  may  be  ascertained  with  a 
proper  degree  of  certainty.  Grafton  County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v. 
State  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  345  (S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  668). 

-  '  7,  Capitalization  of  earnings. 

Discussion  of  capitalization  of  earnings  invested  in  plant,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  659. 

61.  Capitalized  earnings  cannot  be  considered  as  the  controlling 
factor  in  fixing  the  value  of  a  plant  for  municipal  acquisition,  although 
they^  are  not  to  be  disregarded.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  277. 

62.  Estimation  of  the  value  of  the  property  of  a  utility,  such  as 
water  rights,  which  are  based  upon  the  gross  revenues  that  will  be 
produced  at  an  assumed  rate  for  the  commodity,  will  be  given  a  very 
limited  consideration.  Re  Montgomery  Hydroelectric  (Ik>.  (III.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  224. 

53.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  capitalization  of  possible 
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6«niiiiga  under  adv»ntageotift  eontraots,  in  fixing  the  fair  present  Talue 
lor  Bale  and  security  issue  purpoaee.  Re  Illinois  Terminal  R.  Ck).  (111.) 
P.UJIJ917B,  494. 

54.  The  fact  that  the  business  is  prosperoua  under  existing  rates 
which  compare  favorably  with  those  throughout  the  state  should  be 
considered  in  fixing  the  value  of  a  utility's  property  for  security  issue 
purposes.  Grafton  County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  State  (N.  H.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  345  {S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  668). 

55.  The  principle  obtaining  in  the  sale  of  properties,  not  subject  to 
governmental  regulation,  that  higher  values  attach  on  aocount  of  liberal 
earnings,  should  be  reeognized  by  a  regulatory  Commission  in  fixing 
the  value  of  utility's  property  for  the  purpose  of  sale,  although  earn- 
ings cannot  be  considered  in  fixing  the  value  for  rate-making  purposes, 
since  it  is  the  duty  of  a  Commission  to  encourage  the  legitimate  growth 
of  business  enterprises.  Re  Illinois  Terminal  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B» 
494. 

8.  Value  of  aecuriiies. 

Consideration  of  purchase  price  of  property  upon  fixing  value  for  se- 
curity issue  purposes,  see  Security  Issues,  39,  42. 

66.  The  amount  of  securities  of  a  utility  is  of  little  aid  in  de- 
terminiDg  the  rate-making  value  of  a  utility,  where  there  is  no  evi- 
dence of  the  market  value  of  the  securities  or  that  they  have  any  value. 
Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

57.  The  capitalization  of  a  natural  gas  company  was  given  but  little 
consideration  in  a  rate  valuation,  on  the  ground  that  the  rights  of  the 
people  are  not  affected  by  overcapitalization  unless  the  fixed  charges 
are  such  as  to  break  down  the  service.  Re  Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P. 
Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  300. 

58.  Issues  of  stocks  and  bonds  cannot  be  used  as  a  guide  to  value 
in  a  rate  case,  where  bond  discount  has  been  capitalized  and  too  much 
consideration  given  to  extinct  bonds  issued  prior  to  a  receivership. 
Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  ft  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4 
IlLP.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

59.  A  plant  account  which  includes  property  at  the  par  value  of 
stock  given  in  exchange  therefor  should  be  reduced  to  the  extent  of  the 
excess  of  the  par  value  of  stock  and  bonds  over  the  actual  assets.  Pine 
Lawn  V.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679. 

60.  Outstanding  stocks  and  bonds  of  a  consolidated  utility  furnish 
little  assistance  as  a  guide  in  determining  the  fair  value  of  the  property 
for  rate  making,  where  it  appears  that  they  were  issued  in  effecting  con- 
solidations and  mergers,  and  in  payment  of  contracts  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  plant,  without  proper  regard  for  the  actual  value  of  the 
properties  or  stocks  acquired  or  the  work  done.  Ben  Avon  Borough  v. 
Ohio  Vafley  Water  Ca  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

61.  An  opinion  as  to  the  fair  market  value  of  securities  is  of  little 
aid  in  determining  the  present  value  of  a  utility,  where  there  is  no  evi- 
dence to  serve  as  a  basis  for  the  opinion.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light 
Cb.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 
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62.  Greater  weight  should  be  given  to  the  seeorittes  of  a  pttblie 
utility  issued  under  plenary  regulation  in  fixing  the  fair  value  of  the 
property  for  rate  making,  than  that  attached  to  securities  issued  in  the' 
absence  of  strict  control  of  *the  amount  and  purpose.  Re  Bronx  Gas  A  £. 
Ck).  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  777. 

63.  The  sum  of  the  stock,  bonds,  and  unfunded  debt  of  a  consoli- 
dated interurban  railway  may  be  taken  as  the  rate-making  value, 
where  such  capitalization,  except  the  floating  debt,  has  been  subject  to 
Commission  supervision,  and  compares  favorably,  as  per  mile  of  road, 
with  that  of  like  companies,  and  the  capitalization  of  certain  of.  the 
constituent  companies  was  considerably  scaled  down  in  the  consolida- 
tion. Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  360. 

64.  Authority  to  a  utility  to  issue  additional  securities,  upon  the 
understanding  that  an  approximately  equal  amount  of  indebtedness  and 
unpaid  interest  shall  be  canceled,  is  an  implied  approval  of  the  remain* 
ing  securities,  Issued  prior  to  the  time  of  Commission  supervision,  as 
capital  honestly  and  prudently  invested,  so  ttiat  they  may  be  considered 
in  a  rate  case.  Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  331. 

65.  Utility  securities  the  issuance  of  which  has  been  approved  by 
Commissions  must  be  taken  as  representing  in  the  first  instance,  in  a 
subsequent  rate  proceeding,  reasonable  investment  of  capital  especially 
where  there  is  no  evidence  of  inflation;  and  it  is  therefore  unnecessary 
to  make  a  detailed  appraisal  of  the  property.  Re  Massachusetts  North- 
eastern Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  331. 

66.  The  floating  debt  of  merging  companies  is  not,  in  effect,  so  ap- 
proved by  a  Commission  by  permitting  its  assumption  by  the  company 
formed  by  the  merger  as  to  require  notes  payable,  representing  the  debt, 
to  be  included  in  the  investment  in  a  subsequent  rate  case.  Re  Massa- 
chusetts Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.   (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  331. 

67.  Promissory  notes  of  a  company  formed  by  a  merger  of  ten  street 
railways,  representing  the  floating  debt  of  those  oompanies,  may  be 
assumed  to  be  of  l^itimate  dxaracter  so  as  to  be  considered  in  a  sub- 
sequent rate  case,  it  appearing  that  a  large  part  of  the  debt  represents 
operating  deficits  and  money  borrowed  to  pay  interest,  that  two  of  the 
companies  had  passed  through  receiverships,  that  the  indebtedness  of 
another  nearly  equal  to  the  amount  of  tb»  notes  had  been  canceled, 
that  the  stock  of  another  had  shrunk  in  merging  by  one  fourth  the 
amount  of  the  notes,  and  that  the  entire  capitalization  is  moderate. 
Re  Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917A,  331. 

9.  Value  fixed  for  other  purposes. 

(a)  In  general. 

68.  The  determination  of  a  value  for  the  purpose  of  purchase  and 
sale  presents  a  distinctly  different  problem  than  that  of  determining  a 
value  for  rate-making  purposes.  Re  Central  Illinois  Electric  Co.  (lU.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  894. 

69.  Values,  especially  as  to  intangibles,  fixed  by  a  Commission  in 
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an  09  iMTte  aeeurity  issae  T»luatiOB  are  not  eonelusivsly  binding  in  a 
rate  valnataon  in  wliioh  the  values  in  the  former  proceeding  are  at^ 
tacked  by  one  who  was  not  a  party  tiiereto.  Re  Commonweaith  Water 
Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  648. 

70.  In  fixing  the  value  of  a  gas  utility  for  municipal  acquisition, 
consideration  was  given  to  the  rate  base  and  an  additional  allowance 
made  because  the  net  earnings  were  in  excess  of  8  per  cent  and  were 
steadily  increasing.    Re  Palo  Alto  (Cal.)  P.UJEL1917A,  163. 

(h)   Taxation  value. 

Reduced  rate  based  upon  an  agreed  value  of  the  property  for  taxation 
not  approved,  see  Rates,  4. 

71.  The  assessed  value  of  utility  property  is  not  a  proper  basis  for 
rate  making,  since  it  takes  into  consideration  many  other  factors  than 
the  physical  value  of  the  property  itself.  Re  Atchison,  T.  k  S.  F.  R.  CJo. 
(Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

72.  Upon  the  question  of  the  rate-making  value  of  natural  gas  lease* 
holds,  evidence  of  the  assessed  value  of  those  and  similar  leaseholds  is 
relevant,  but  is  not  ordinarily  entitled  to  great  weight.  Re  Clarksburg 
Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.UJR.1917A,  577. 

73.  The  assessed  value  of  railroad  property  lor  taxation  was,  in  the 
absence  of  other  evidenee  of  value,  taken  as  the  rate-making  value,  the 
law  requiring  property  to  be  assessed  at  its  true  and  actual  valuer  Re 
Chesapeake  &  0.  IL  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  162. 

(o)  Sale  price* 

74.  The  amounts  paid  for  properties  acquired  through  the  merger 
of  utilities,  in  so  far  as  they  exceed  the  original  cost  of  the  properties, 
are  not  proper  charges  to  investment  account.  Ben  Avon  Borough  v. 
Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

75.  The  sale  price  of  a  utility's  plant  sold  privately  with  no  com- 
petition, while  entitled  to  consideration  in  fixing  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty for  security-issue  purposes,  cannot  be  regarded  as  conclusive.  Graf- 
ton County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  State  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  345 
(S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  668). 

iO.  Boole  co8t  or  value* 
See  also  supra,  26,  29,  42. 

76.  Book  values  of  public  utilities  are  of  very  little  assistance  lu^y 
obtaining  fair  values  for  rate  making.    Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  & 
Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

77.  In  ascertaining  the  book  value  of  a  utility,  an  item  transferred 
from  surplus  account  upon  the  sale  of  the  property  which  represented 
no  real  additions  to  property  or  assets,  items  charged  to  nmterials  and 
supplies  which  were  unpaid  and  later  diarged  to  surplus  when  trans- 
ferred to  plant  account,  items  charged  to  improvement  account  and 
credited  to  bond  account  which  when  closing  the  improvement  account 
were  transferred  to  plant  account,  and  items  representing  bond  discount* 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 32. 
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and  expense  and  property  not  used  in  serving  the  public  were  de- 
ducted. Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Go.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  745  (8.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  346). 

78.  Vouchers  showing  the  amount  paid  for  equipment  units  may  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  fixing  the  value  of  a  utility's  property  and 
an  estimate  made  without  reference  thereto  was  modified  to  motre  nearly 
conform  to  the  cost  as  shown  by  the  vouchers  of  the  utility.  Thomas  v. 
Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (8.  C.  4 
Mo.  P.  8.  O.K.  346). 

79.  Although  the  book  value  and  tiie  original  cost  of  a  utility's  prop- 
erty are  accepted  as  evidences  of  fair  value  upon  which  the  utility  is 
entitled  to  earn  a  return,  they  are  not  conclusive  even  if  the  book 
entries  have  followed  the  accounting  methods  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
mission.   Re  Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917D,  777. 

e.  AacerUUntnent  of  ariginal  cost. 

Consideration  of  depreciation  in  ascertaining  original  cost,  see  supra, 

16. 
Original  cost  as  measure  of  value,  sec  supra,  31-36,  79. 

Definitions  of  "original  cost  to  date,"  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  745. 
Definition  of  "actual  cost,"  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  612. 

80.  A  correct  statement  of  original  cost  should  show  the  expenditures 
for  the  original  construction  or  the  bringing  of  the  property  into  ex- 
istence, and  such  cost  is  therefore  not  shown  by  a  statement  of  the  cost, 
to  the  present  owner  of  the  railroad,  of  the  securities  of  lines  acquired 
as  they  were  taken  into  the  system,  together  with  expenditures  for 
additions  and  betterments  since  that  time.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  8.  F.  R. 
Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

81.  In  taking  the  original  cost  of  utility  property  as  the  rate  base, 
no  deduction  should  be  made  because  past  earnihgs  and  sinking-fund 
depreciation  moneys  were  invested  in  the  plants  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  & 
E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

82.  In  ascertaining  the  original  cost  of  the  property  of  a  consolidated 
utility,  the  excess  cost  of  property  acquired  which  represented  neither 
real  assets  nor  real  additions  to  investment  in  plant  should  be  deducted 
from  the  plant  investment.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

83.  Deficits  in  operation  below  the  amoimt  sufficient  to  pay  an 
estimated  return  and  depreciation  reserve  cannot  be  considered  as  part 
of  the  original  cost  of  construction.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water 
ft  light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679  (8.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.  161). 

84.  The  actual  cost  of  constructing  extensions  rather  than  the  con* 
tract  price  paid  to  one  who  acted  as  agent  for  the  company  and  sublet 
the  eontract  is  the  proper  charge  to  investment  account.  Ben  Avon 
Borough  V.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

85.  In  determining  the  cash  investment  in  utility  property  for  rate 
making,  a  court  win  not  consider  whether  the  company  put  in  its  own 
money  or  reinvested  sums  obtained  by  illegal  rates,  or  whether  it 
reinvested  depreciation  funds  as  capital,  since  this  would  involve  aa 
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inyestigation  into  the  wholly  collateral  matter  of  the  entire  past  life 
of  litigants  and  the  manner  in  which  they  acquired  the  money  invested.  \/ 
Garden  City  v.  Garden  City  Teleph.  Light  &  Mig.  Co.  (Fed.)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  779  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  693). 

86.  The  unextinguished  discount  and  expense  of  the  funded  deht  of 
a  consolidation  utility  should  be  deducted  from  the  plant  investment  in 
ascertaining  the  original  cost  to  date,  where  the  excess  liability  as- 
sumed in  issuing  securities  over  the  money  actually  acquired  was  not 
expended.    Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

87.  An  allowance  for  repairs  due  to  faulty  construction  may  be 
made  in  ascertaining  the  original  cost  of  a  water  system,  although  the 
expense  is  incurred  after  the  plant  is  turned  over  by  the  contractors  to 
the  owner.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
478. 

88.  Water  rents  rebated  to  consumers  on  account  of  failure  of  serv- 
ice doe  to  faulty  oonstniction  should  not  be  included  in  ascertaining 
the  original  cost  of  the  system.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co. 
<Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

89.  In  ascertaining  the  cost  of  property  used  and  useful  for  utility 
purposes^  an  amount  paid  for  the  property  rights  and  franchises  of 
another  company,  in  addition  to  the  book  value  of  the  property  acquired, 
was  disallowed.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
563. 

/.  AacerUUnment  of  reproduction  cost, 

Jf.  In  general. 

Definition  of  cost  of  reproduction,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  621. 

Discussion  of  assumptions  and  theories  of  engineer  in  ascertaining 
cost  of  reproduction  of  electric  power  company  property,  P.U.R.1917D, 
p.  622. 

Discussibn  of  classification  of  costs  applied  to  cost  of  reproduction 
inventory  in  valuation  of  property  of  electric  power  company,  P.U.R. 
191 7D,  p.  623. 

Discussion  of  method  of  arriving  at  reproduction  cost  of  telephone 
property  in  states  partly  level  and  partly  mountainous,  P.U.R.1917B,    ^ 
p.  216. 

Definition  of  telephone  company  supply  expense,  P.U.R,1917B,  p.  v/ 
219. 

90.  In  the  absence  of  records  showing  the  actual  cost  of  a  utility's 
plant,  the  cost  new  may  be  estimated  by  determining  the  actual  per-  v^ 
formance  of  the  company  for  a  period  of  years.    Re  Mountain  States 
Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

91.  In  arriving  at  the  value  of  a  public  utility  plant  by  the  re- 
production cost  n^thod,  as  understood  by  the  Colorado  Commission 
and  its  engineers,  the  term  is  not  used  in  its  strict  sense,  but  is  so 
modified  and  altered  as  to  bring  before  the  Commission  the  cost  of 
reproducing  the  property  under  normal  or  average  conditions,  due 
regard  being  given  to  the  conditions  under  which  the  property  has 
been   actually   constructed   and  the   prices   paid   for   labor   and   ma- 
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terials.    Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Tel^.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
198. 

92.  In  fixing  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  utility's  charter  and  fran- 
chises the  Pennsylvania  Commission  made  due  allowance  for  the  addi- 
tional expenditures  that  would  be  necessary  at  the  present  time,  but 
that  would  not  hare  been  required  at  the  time  the  charter  and  fran- 
chises were  acquired.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

93.  In  fixing  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  utility's  distribution 
system,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  peculiar  local  conditions  af- 
fecting the  cost  of  construction.  Briggs  v.  Peaks  Island  Corp.  (Me.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  760. 

94.  In  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  water  mains  under  a 
government  breakwater,  the  actual  cost  of  laying  the  pipe  before  th* 
breakwater  was  built  to  avoid  the  extra  expense  of  putting  it  in  after 
construction,  was  adopted.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
277. 

95.  In  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system,  the 
quantity  of  rock  excavation  in  trenches  was  determined  from  data  of 
the  complainants'  engineers  of  numerous  soundings  of  rock,  using  as 
a  guide  notes  of  the  utility's  engineer,  and  considering  the  depth  of 
trenches  to  be  the  pipe  diameter,  plus  4  feet  of  cover  and  6  inches  of 
cushion,  and  considering  the  width  of  trenches  to  be  the  pipe  diameter 
plus  9  inches  on  each  side,  making  a  further  allowance  to  cover  the 
probability  that  some  soundings  were  made  in  prior  trenches.  Greens- 
burg  V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

2.  Determination  of  unit  costs. 

(a)  In  general. 

Definition  of  unit  cost,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  217. 
_A      Discussion  of  "actual  performance"  as  method  of  arriving  at  repre- 
sentative unit  cost  of  telephone  company,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  263. 
•^.-^     Discussion  of  method  of  arriving  at  unit  cost  of  telephone  property, 
P.U.R.1917B,  p.  217. 

Discussion  of  method  of  arriving  at  laboring  costs  in  telephone  Talu* 
ation,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  220. 

96.  In  fixing  unit  prices  in  estimating  the  reproduction  coat  of  % 
utility,  some  consideration  should  be  given  to  recent  increases  in  prices, 
though  not  to  the  extent  of  using  abnormal  prices.  Re  Kansas  City 
Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

97.  In  fixing  a  unit  cost  for  laying  water  mains,  allowance  must 
be  made  for  the  trend  of  higher  labor  cost.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

98.  In  fixing  a  unit  cost  for  laying  water  mains,  actual  contracts  for 
pipe  laying  in  surrounding  cities  during  recent  years  are  of  use,  after 
making  allowance  for  any  dissimilarities  in  conditions.  Re  Racine  Water 
Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

99.  In  determining  the  value  of  a  utility's  plant  for  the  purpose  of 
purchase  and  sale,  full  consideration  should  not  be  given  to  the  prevail- 
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ing  high  market  prices,  since  to  do  so  would  have  the  effect  either  of 
burdening  the  utility  and  consumers  of  its  service  in  years  to  come, 
or  of  tending  to  depreciate  tlie  capital  of  the  utility  in  the  event  of  a 
rate-making  valuation.  Re  Central  Illinois  Electric  C!o.  (111.)  P.U.R, 
1917F,  894. 

100.  Ait  estimate  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  utility  prop^y  should 
be  based  on  normal  costs  representative  of  average  past  conditions, 
rather  than  on  prices  which  a  competent  contractor  asked  to  bid  on 
construction  would  use  at  a  time  of  highly  abnormal  world-wide  war 
conditions,  in  making  his  estimate  of  cost.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power 
Co.  (D.C.)  P.U,R.1917D,  563. 

(h)  Average  period  of  years  f  present  day  aJmormal  prices. 

101.  In  fixing  a  unit  cost  of  materials,  especially  in  the  case  of  those 
liable  to  violent  fluctuations,  it  cannot  be  said  that  there  is  any  par- 
ticular number  of  years  that  should  be  invariably  selected  to  obtain 
an  average  price,  since  the  period  should  be  chosen  to  throw  light  on 
prices  normally  to  be  expected.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  277. 

102.  The  prices  of  labor  and  materials  covering  a  period  of  years 
should  be  used  as  a  basis  for  valuation  figures  in  fixing  the  value  of  a 
utility's  property  for  security  issue  purposes,  rather  than  the  prevail- 
ing high  prices,  where  the  properties  were  bought  during  the  period  of 
normal  prices  and  the  prices  were  very  low  during  a  portion  of  their 
history.    Re  Monroe  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917E,  471. 

103.  The  New  Hampshire  Commission  will  not  approve  the  sale  price 
of  public  utility  property  on  a  valuation  based  on  current  unit  prices 
that  are  abnormally  high ;  but  will  make  its  appraisal  on  prices  cover- 
ing a  period  of  years.  Re  Twin  State  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R. 
1971F,  436. 

104.  The  unit  cost  per  ton  of  cast-iron  water  mains  was  arrived  at 
by  taking  an  average  of  prices  per  ton  for  the  period  of  ten  years.  Re 
Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  566. 

105.  An  average  price  for  ten  years,  rather  than  for  Hve  years,  should 
be  taken  in  fixing  a  unit  cost  for  cast-iron  water  mains,  the  price  being 
subject  to  violent  fiuctuations.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  277. 

g.  Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation. 

Consideration  of  depreciation  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost  less  de- 
preciatioDy  see  supra,  23. 

106.  That  a  utility  has  urged  a  heavy  allowance  for  the  depreciation 
annuity  in  a  rate  proceeding  may  be  considered  in  finding  the  repro- 
duction cost  less  depreciation  in  a  municipal  acquisition  valuation. 
Re  Palo  Alto  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  163. 

107.  The  determination  of  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  by  the 
use  of  life  tabl^,  with  knowledge  as  to  the  period  of  time  during  which 
the  various  structures  have  been  installed,  as  modified  by  a  careful 
inspection  on  the  ground,  is  more  reliable  than  a  method  of  determine 
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ing  ^'structural  value"  based  largely  on  mere  inapeotion,  without  knowl- 
edge of  the  time  of  installation  and  without  anj  considerable  reliance  on 
life  tables.  Re  Southern  California  Tekph.  Go.  (Gal.)  P.U.B.1917A, 
989.  . 

Ill,  Niyn  physical  etementm  affecting  vah»ie  ot  do9$» 

a.  Overhead  expenses, 

1.  In  general. 

See  also  infra,  353. 

Overhead  expense  on  extensions,  see  infra,  229. 

Depreciation  of  overhead  expenses  in  estimating  reproduction  cost  less 
depreciation,  see  Depreoiation,  8-10. 

Annotation  on  allowance  of  overhead  expenses  in  valuation  proceed- 
ings, P.U.R.1917E,  p.  198. 

Discussion  of  organization,  costs  of  securing  franchises,  and  inter- 
est during  construction  as  elements  of  value  chargeable  to  the  fixed 
capital  accounts,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  211. 

108.  Overhead  expenses  are  a  surcharge  upon  the  appraised  value  of 
tangible  utility  property — or  selected  classification  thereof — ^to  cover 
both  actual  and  hypothetical  items,  such  as  engineering  during  con- 
struction, contingencies,  and  incidentals,  administration  and  legal  ex- 
penses during  construction,  supervision  and  tools  during  construction, 
interest  upon  capital  expended  during  construction,  insurance  and  taxes 
during  construction,  inventory  omissions,  and  other  features  of  simi- 
lar character.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  IlL  P.  U.  C,  R.  113). 

109.  In  the  determination  of  a  fair  allowance  for  overheads,  con- 
sideration should  be  given  to  the  general  characteristics  of  a  prop- 
erty and  to  the  efficiency  of  its  operation  as  a  public  utility  in  order 
that  a  measure  may  be  obtained  of  the  skill  and  judgment  exerted  during 
construction.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
1  (S.  C.  4  III.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

110.  Allowance  should  be  made  for  overhead  expenses  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion.   Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

111.  Overhead  expenses  cannot  be  allowed  in  a  valuation  proceeding 
merely  on  the  assumption  that  the  expense  must  have  been  incurred. 
Moritz  V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

112.  An  allowance  for  overhead  charges  in  the  valuation  of  a  small 
water  plant  should  not  be  based  on  allowances  therefor  in  valuations  of 
much  larger  systems  installed  under  dissimilar  conditions.  Re  Bel- 
vedere  Water  Co.   (Gal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

113.  Cost  items  such  as  taxes,  interest,  injuries,  and  damages  during 
construction  should  be  included  in  a  rate  valuation  based  on  the  oost 
of  reproduction  less  depreciation.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co. 
(Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

114.  In  fixing  the  fair  value  of  a  public  utility  for  rate  making,  a» 
allowance  should  be  made  for  interest,  taxes,  and  insurance.,  adminiatra-^ 
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flon  and  legal  eistpenses,  engineering,  and  contingeiicies  during  the 
period  of  construction.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Ca  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

115.  Contingencies,  engineering,  and  general  expenses  during  con- 
struction should  be  estimated  separately,  in  fixing  the  reproduction  cost 
of  a  system.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  478. 

116.  Only  a  relatively  small  allowance  will  be  made  for  overhead 
charges  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  many  overiiead  items  are  included 
in  unit  costs.    Re  Belvedere  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

117.  In  a  rate  valuation  of  a  natural  gas  company,  no  allowance 
should  be  made  for  overhead  charges  for  promotion,  organization,  legal 
engineering,  interest,  lease  rentals,  taxes  during  oonstmction,  super- 
intendence, and  contingencies,  where  the  expense  of  the  original  organi- 
zation, whidi  consisted  merely  in  the  merger  of  two  competing  com- 
panies, is  not  disclosed,  and  where  all  subsequent  expenses,  including 
all  <^ratiBg  costs  and  expenses,  have  been  paid  out  of  revenue,  leav- 
ing large  dividends  on  the  actual  investment  and  ample  dividends  on 
the  value  of  the  property.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  677. 

118.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  overhead  charges  in  a  valua- 
tion proceeding  on  account  of  annual  expenses  of  administration,  su- 
perintendence, damages,  legal  expenses,  taxes,  and  insurance  whidi 
have  invariably  been  carried  in  the  opiating  expenses  of  the  company 
and  included  as  such  in  reports  filed  witii  Congress  and  the  Commission. 
Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

2.  Legal  and  organization  expenses. 

Discussion  as  to  amount  of  allowance  for  preliminary  expense,    v^ 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  312. 

119.  Charges  for  legal  expenses  and. special  services  in  connection 
with  mortgage  bonds  and  contracts  for  power  supplied  were  considered 
in  the  light  of  preliminary  and  organization  expenses  in  an  electric 
utility  valuation,  and  were  allowed  as  part  of  the  total  cost  of  the 
property.    Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  503. 

119a.  A  utility's  organization  expense  may  be  included  in  a  municipal 
acquisition  valuation.    Re  Palo  Alto  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  163. 

120.  A  fair  allowance  for  legitimate  preliminary  organization  ex- 
pense and  other  expenses  prior  to  construction  is  proper  in  ascertain- 
ing the  theoretical  cost  of  reproduction.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power 
Co.   (D.  C.)   P.tJ.R.1917D,  563. 

121.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  money  in  the  val- 
uation of  the  property  of  a  telephone  company  for  rate  making,  where 
the  company  has  paid  4^  per  cent  or  more  of  its  gross  revenues  to  the  y/ 
American  Telephone  k  Telegraph  Company  to  aid  in  the  financial  opera- 
tions of  the  company,  to  cover,  broadly,  the  aiding  of  the  operating 
company  in  securing  the  necessary  funds,  and  to  advise  with  the  execu- 
tive officers  of  the  latter  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  the  unwise  expen- 
diture of  money  so  obtained.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co. 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 
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122.  In  a  valuation  of  utility  property  an  allowance  for  securitiea 
issued  in  payment  by  the  owners  of  the  company  to  themselves  as  a 
commission  for  negotiating  a  loan  and  securing  a  contract  in  the  in- 
terest  principally,  if  not  exclusively,  of  themselves,  was  disallowed. 
Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

123.  Legal  expenses  in  effecting  a  consolidation,  including  expendi- 
tures by  order  of  the  Commission  and  expenditures  reasonably  incurred 
in  litigation  involving  appeals  from  orders  of  the  Commission  fixing  the 
value  of  the  property,  may  be  included  in  the  value  for  security  issue 
purposes.  Grafton  County  Electric  Light  k  P.  Co.  v.  State  (N.  H.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  345  (S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  608). 

124.  A  large  allowance  will  not  be  made  for  organisation  expense, 
financing,  administration,  and  the  like  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  such 
expenses,  if  incurred,  were  met  out  of  current  revenue  and  treated  as 
ordinary  expenses,  and  where  the  system  was  developed  by  additions 
year  by  year  with  little,  if  any,  expenses  for  underwriting  syndicates, 
financing,  or  promotion.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co. 
(N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

125.  In  ascertaining  the  fair  value  of  a  telephone  property  ior  rate 
making,  the  Colorado  Commission  allowed  the  sum  of  $368,024  to 
cover  the  reasonable  cost  of  organization  of  a  business  the  depreciated 
value  of  the  physical  properties  of  which  was  found  to  be  $12,350,468. 
Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

126.  The  sum  of  $30,000  was  held  to  be  a  reasonable  allowance  for 
organization  expense  for  a  wata*  company  having  a  rate-making  value 
of  $1,030,620.80,  taking  into  consideration  that  $114,600  was  allowed 
for  other  overheads.  Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  982. 

3>  Engineering  and  8uperviaion. 

See  also  supra,  108,  114,  116,  117,  infra,  174,  176,  178* 

126a.  The  cost  of  engineering  in  railroad  construction  should  not  be 
estimated  for  rate  making  on  a  percentage  basis,  but  should  be  calcu- 
lated as  a  definite  cost  per  mile  for  each  section,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  nature  of  the  country  through  which  the  construction  was 
made.    Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)   P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

127.  128.  An  allowance  for  engineering  and  superintendence  of  a 
water  plant  should  not  be  as  large  in  ascertaining  a  hypothetical  re- 
production cost,  when  the  work  would  largely  be  done  by  the  operating 
superintendent  or  manager,  as  in  ascertaining  the  cost  if  the  plant 
were  entirely  built  by  professional  engineers.  Re  Racine  Water  Co. 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

129.  Meters  should  not  be  included  in  an  allowance  for  engineering 
and  superintendence  and  for  interest  during  construction  of  a  water 
plant,  since  meters  will  not  be  purchased  and  installed  during  the  con- 
struction period.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

130.  An  allowance  for  engineering  of  4i  per  cent  on  the  physical 
properties  plus  contingencies,  and  2  per  cent  on  the  real  estate  and 
rights  of  way,  is  fair  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water 


Digitized  by 


Google 


VALUATION,  III.  a,  4,  5.  505 

system,  in  view  of  the  engineering  problemB  and  that  the  reproduction 
involves  an  expenditure  of  $1,372,904.54.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland 
Water  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

131.  In  the  valuation  of  an  electric  company's  property  for  rate  mak- 
ing, allowances  for  engineering,  plans,  and  specifications  and  general 
supervision,  ranging  from  3  to  6  per  cent  for  the  diffa'ent  classifications 
of  prop^-ty,  were  held  fair  and  reasonable.  Re^  Colorado  Springs 
Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  386. 

4.  Ootft  o/  ptumcing* 

132.  In  a  rate  valuation  no  allowance  was  made  for  the  cost  of 
financing  under  the  title  "Brokerage."  Briggs  v.  Peaks  Island  Corp. 
(Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  750. 

133.  An  allowance  of  20  per  cent  for  the  cost  of  financing  an  inter- 
urban  railroad  by  the  issue  of  5  per  cent  thirty-year  bonds  and  of 
stock  is  not  unreasonable  in  a  valuation  for  security  issue  purposes, 
where  an  endeavor  to  finance  on  an  allowance  of  15  per  cent  has  proved 
a  failiure,  and  the  securities  cannot  be  sold  to  net  more  than  80.  He 
Omaha,  L.  &  B.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  907. 

5.  Interest  during  construction* 

(a)   In  general. 

See  also  mipra,  108,  114,  117,  129,  infra,  176,  178. 

Discussion  of  method  of  arriving  at  interest  during  construction  of  ^ 
telephone  plant,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  229. 

Discussion  as  to  amount  of  allowance  for  interest  during  construc- 
tion, P.U.R.1917D,  p.  314;   P.U.R.1917E,  p.  211. 

134.  Interest  during  construction  is  a  proper  element  of  value  in  a 
valuation  for  rate  making.     Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  ^ 
(Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

135.  Interest  during  construction  is  the  loss  of  money  sustained  by 
the  investors  during  the  construction  period  which  has  to  be  recouped 
when  the  business  has  become  established,  and  hence  it  is  customary  to 
allow  this  item  of  cost  to  be  capitalized.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley 
Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

136.  No  allowance  should  be  made,  in  a  rate  valuation,  for  interest 
during  construction,  on  paving  not  cut  by  a  telephone  company  in  ^ 
laying  eehduits,  or  on  the  reproduction  cost  of  rights  of  way,  where 
the  Commission  does  not  adopt  reproduction  cost  as  the  measure  of 
value  of  such  rights.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

137.  An  allowance  of  3  per  cent  on  the  investment  was  made  for 
interest  during  construction  in  the  valuation  of  an  electric  plant.  Re 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

138.  An  allowance  for  interest  during  construction  was  made  of  5 
per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  physical  property  plus  other  overheads,  in 
ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system.  Greensburg  ▼. 
Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R,1917D,  478. 
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139.  In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electric  power  eompanj, 
an  allowance  of  7  per  cent  on  the  base  cost  for  interest  during  con- 
struction, such  interest  charge  also  applying  to  all  other  general  eosts, 
was  held  reasonable.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  663. 

140.  In  estimating  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system  an  {allow- 
ance was  made  for  interest  during  construction  at  the  rate  of  6  per 
cent  per  annum  during  one-half  of  the  estimated  construction  period. 
Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

141.  An  estimate  of  interest  during  construction  of  an  electric  plant, 
at  6  per  cent  per  annum,  applied  to  different  classifications  of  prop- 
erty for  one  half  of  the  construction  period,  was  approved.  Re  Colorado 
Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

142.  Interest  during  construction  was  estimated  by  the  Kansas  Com- 
mission in  a  railroad  rate  valuation  on  the  assumption  that  the  average 
construction  period  for  the  various  sections  of  the  road  would  be  one 
year,  and  that  the  interest  rate  would  be  6  per  cent.  Re  Atchison,  T. 
&  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Kan.)  P.U.R.19nF,  272. 

143.  Land  should  not  be  included  in  the  basis  for  an  allowance  of 
interest  during  construction  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  the  land  is 
itself  valued  at  its  present  value.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminat- 
ing Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

(h)   Construction  period. 

144.  A  year's  time  for  the  construction  of  an  electric  plant  of  a  size 
and  capacity  identical  with  one  costing  considerably  less  than  $300,000 
is  ample,  and  therefore  an  allowance  of  time  in  excess  of  fifteen  to 
eighteen  months  would  be  excessive.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1   (S.  G.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

e.  Taxes  during  €*onstruction. 

See  also  supra,  108,  113,  114,  117,  and  infra,  174,  176,  178. 

145.  The  inclusion  of  taxes  as  a  construction  overhead,  in  %  valaation 
for  rate  making,  is  proper,  provided  the  operating  expenses  of  the 
utility  are  properly  credited  with  such  allowances  as  are  charged  to  its 
construction  account.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co. 
(Colo.)   P.U.R.1917F.  386. 

146.  An  allowance  for  taxes  duriag  construction,  of  89.8  per  cent  of 
the  sum  paid  for  a  year  after  construction,  is  exeeBsive.  Ba  Racine 
Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

7.  Insuran€)e  during  construction* 

See  also  supra,  108,  114,  and  infra  174,  178. 

147.  Only  a  relatively  small  allowance  should  be  made  for  fire  insnf- 
ance  during  the  construction  of  a  water  system.  Re  Racine  Water  O) 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

148.  Only  a  relatively  small  allowance  should  be  made  for  liability 
insurance  during  the  construction  of  a  plant,  where  the  physical  value 
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of  most  of  the  plant  has  been  estimated  on  the  basis  of  contract  prices. 
Be  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

149.  In  the  absence  of  specific  information  as  to  the  amount  aotnallj 
paid  bj  a  utility  for  insurance  during  the  construction  period,  it  is 
fair  to  allow,  under  this  heading,  the  amount  which  the  company  would 
actually  be  required  to  pay  at  the  present  time  for  employee  and  public 
liability  insurance  and  for  fire  and  tornado  insurance  on  such  prop- 
erty as  it  would  be  advisable  to  insure.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light, 
Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385. 

S.  CanHngencies, 

See  also  supra,  108,  114,  115,  117,  and  infra,  174,  178. 

Discussion  of  percentage  allowances  for  contingencies  and  omissions 
as  to  various  kinds  of  telephone  property,  P.UJR.1917B,  p.  227. 

150.  An  allowance  for  contingencies  is  .usually  made  in  valuations, 
under  the  reproduction  cost  new  method,  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  incomplete  inventories  and  against  difficulties  unforeseen  in  the 
work  of  conatnictioB.  Postage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  17. 

161.  An  addition  must  be  made  to  the  labor  and  material  costs  of 
inventoried  items  of  a  utility  plant,  for  omissions,  errors,  and  contin- 
gencies, the  amount  depending  upon  the  property  inrentoried  and  the 
<sare  and  detail  with  which  such  inventory  is  compiled;  the  allowance 
to  be  made  in  individual  cases  being  a  matter  of  judgment  of  the  engi- 
neers appraising  the  property.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &,  P. 
Co.  (Colo.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  385. 

152.  In  estimating  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  existing  railroad  prop- 
-erty  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  no  allowance  should  be  made  for 
Hxmtingenoies,  especially  where  the  costs  of  construction  are  fixed  at  top 
prices  diarged  by  contractors  who  assume  the  risk  of  contingent  losses. 
Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  FeUows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  623  (S.  C.  236  Fed. 
387). 

153.  No  additional  allowance  should  be  made  for  contingencies  and 
omissions  on  buildings  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  already  included  in 
the  appraisal  of  the  buildings;  nor  should  any  allowance  be  made  for 
•contingencies  and  omissions  on  rights  of  way  where  the  Commission 
ascertains  the  value  of  the  latter  by  the  actual  sacrifice  rather  than 
the  cost  of  reproduction  method.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  k  Teleg. 
Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

154.  A  smaller  allowance  should  be  made  for  contingencies  in  the 
valuation  of  plant  actually  constructed  than  in  an  estimate  in  advance 
of  construction.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

155.  Only  a  relatively  small  allowance  for  imperfect  inventory  will 
be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  where  the  cost  records  are  very  complete. 
Morttz  V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

156.  One  per  cent  is  an  excessive  allowance  for  omissions  in  a  water- 
rate  valuation,  where  the  inventory  was  prepared  by  the  utility  with 
great  care  and  detail,  and  has  been  gone  over  by  four  independent 
estimators  who  have  made  valuations  which  have  been  checked  up 
against  eadi  other.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 
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157.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  for  oontingeneiefi  is  fair  in  aaotftaln- 
ing  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  company,  the  percentage  to  be 
applied  to  the  cost  of  physical  property  ol^er  than  real  estate,  rights 
of  way,  and  miscellaneous  equipment.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.i917D,  478. 

158.  An  allowance  of  13  per  ottit  of  ihe  value  of  the  physical  property 
of  a  water  utility  was  made  for  contingencies.  Re  Indianapolis  Water 
Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917E,  550. 

159.  An  allowance  of  $15,100  for  contingencies,  including  liability  and 
workmen's  compensation  insurance  and  kindred  items,  is  reasonable  for 
a  water  company  having  a  rate-making  value  of  $1,030,620.80.  Rich 
V.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R,1917C,  982. 

9.  Promotion  ejopensea. 

See  also  supra,  117,  133. 

160.  In  determining  the  amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  upon  the 
purchase  of  property  by  a  utility,  no  justification  exists  for  the  allow- 
ance of  promotion  profits  or  compensation.' ior  extraordinary  risks, 
where  the  company's  capital  stock  is  worth  not  less  than  par  and  the 
corporaticm  is  on  a  firm  basis  able  to  do  its  own  financing.  Re  Ber- 
wick &  S.  Falls  Electric  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  10«6. 

161.  In  determining  the  original  cost  of  a  utility's  property,  no 
allowance  should  be  made  for  promotion  services  for  which  nothing  has 
been  expended,  although  it  may  be  equitable  to  make  an  allowuioe 
therefor  in  fixing  the  value  for  rate  making.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St. 
Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679. 

A  162.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  promoting  the 
business  in  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  telephone  company  for 
rate  making,  where  it  has  paid  4}  per  cent  or  more  of  its  gross  revenues 
to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  to  aid  in  the  finan- 
cial operations  of  the  company,  to  cover,  broadly,  the  aiding  of  the 
operating  company  in  securing  the  necessary  funds,  and  to  advise  wiUi 
the  executive  officers  of  the  latter  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  the  un- 
wise expenditure  of  money  so  obtained.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  A 
Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.UJt.l917B,  198. 

163.  An  allowance  for  the  cost  of  promotion  and  organization  should 
not  be  based  upon  an  arbitrary  percentage  of  the  cost  of  the  physical 
property  of  a  utility,  particularly  when  the  actual  expenditure  for  the 
purpose  is  known.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

164.  No  allowance  should  be  made  fen*  conceiver's  commissions  as  to 
a  company  already  in  existence  when  acquired  by  the  pres^it  owners — 
even  in  estimating  the  theoretical  cost  of  reproduction.  Re  Potomac 
Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  568. 

165.  A  claim  of  $2,500  for  promoter's  services  in  the  organisation  of 
a  utility  whose  property  was  valued  at  $104,863.37  for  rate  making  was 
held  reasonable.  Briggs  v.  Peaks  Island  Corp.  (Me.)  P.UJ1.1917£» 
750. 

166.  An  allowance  of  $9,000  was  made  for  the  cost  of  promotion  and 
organization  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  ^tem 
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which  was  fixed  at  $1,372,904.64.    Greensbnrg  ▼.  WestmoreBnd  Water 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJC1917D,  478. 

167.  A  reasonable  allowance  for  promotion  services  in  establishing 
and  secnriBg  the  fiaancing  of  as  interurbam  railway,  80  miles  in  length, 
for  which  securities  would  be  authorized,  was  held  to  be  a  sum  not  to 
exceed  $10,000;  since  this  waa  deetnftd  as  large  a  devdopment  overhead 
on  original  construction  as  should  be  allowed  for  rate  making,  which 
was  considered  to  be  the  oontrolliiig  factor.  Be  Rumford  Falls  &  B. 
Street  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  898. 

10.  Cantrmctora*  profiU. 

See  also  infra,  172. 

168.  No  allowance  should  be  made,  under  construction  overheads,  for 
contractor's  profits,  where  the  property  was  installed  by  and  under  the 
supervision  of  the  employees  of  the  company;  nor  should  contractor's 
profit  appear  again  as  an  overhead  allowance  where  it  has  been  included 
as  part  of  the  unit  cost  of  such  portions  of  the  plant  as  were  installed 
imder  contract.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (Colo.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  386. 

169.  An  overhead  for  contractor's  profit  should  not  be  added  to  a 
normal  cost  estimate  of  the  value  of  a  utility's  property  in  a  valua- 
tion for  rate  making.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  Light  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  a  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

170.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent  for  contractor's  profit  was  made 
in  ascertaining  tiie  cost  of  constructing  an  interurban  railroad  for 
security  issue  purposes.  Re  Omaha,  L.  k  B.  R.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.UJL 
1917A,  907. 

171.  Under  profits  to  the  owner  of  a  utility  plant  arising  from  his 
dual  relation  of  constructor  and  agent  or  owner  of  companies  selling 
the  material  are  not  a  part  of  the  cost  which  can  be  considered  in  a 
valuation  for  the  purpose  of  sale.  Re  Stevenot  (Philippine)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  663. 

11.  Alloumnces  for  groups  of  expenses, 

172.  An  allowance  of  9  per  cent  for  overhead  expenses  on  the  value 
of  land  and  14  per  cent  on  the  other  property  of  an  electric  utility  is 
ample  where  10  per  cent  has  been  allowed  for  contractor's  profit  and 
included  in  the  unit  prices.  Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat  & 
P.  Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  U  C.  R.  346). 

173.  In  the  valuation  of  a  water  and  electric  property  for  rate  mak- 
ing allowances  of  from  13  to  15  per  cent  of  its  reasonable  present  value 
were  held  adequate  to  cover  all  overheads.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water 
&  Light  Co.  (El.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

174.  An  allowance  of  14.5  per  cent  for  "expenditures  during  con- 
struction," an  overhead  charge  including  engineering,  interest  during 
eonstruction  taxes  and  insurance,  legal  expenses,  and  contingencies, 
was  held  reasonable  in  the  valuation  of  a  water  plant  for  rate  mak- 
ing.   Re  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

176.  An  estimate  of  overhead  charges  on  land,  amounting  to  18  per 
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cent,  aikd  on  other  structural  costs,  of  16  per  cent,  were  held  sufficiently 
high.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  A  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

176.  Allowances  were  made  of  $16,505.64  for  promotion  and  orgaid- 
zation,  $1,946.43  for  engineering,  $19,070.29  for  general  expenses  during 
construction,  and  $30,047.67  for  interest  and  taxes  during  construction, 
in  ascertaining  the  original  cost  of  a  water  system  which  was  fixed 
at  $1,238,979.44.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJR. 
1917D,  478. 

177.  Fifteen  per  cent  is  a  fair  allowance  for  overhead  expenses  for  a 
water  plant.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

178.  An  allowance  of  11  per  cent  for  omissions,  contingencies,  legal 
work,  engineering  and  superintendence,  insurance,  taxes,  and  interest 
was  held  to  be  reasonable  in  a  valuation  of  a  baggage  transfer  com- 
pany.   Re  Union  Transfer  Co.   (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1W7A,  225. 

179.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  for  general  and  miscellaneous  ex- 
penses during  construction,  including  such  items  of  expense  as  purchas- 
ing, rent,  light,  heat,  accounting,  administration,  etc.,  was  held  rea- 
sonable. Re  Colorado  Springs  Lights  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1917F   (Colo.)   385. 

180.  An  allowance  of  $15,000  for  general  expenses  during  construc- 
tion is  fair  in  estimating  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system  which 
is  fixed  at  $1,372,904.54.  Greensburg  v.  Westmortland  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

b.  Bond,  discount  and  brokerage* 

See  also  supra,  77. 

181.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  discount 
representing  the  expense  of  obtaining  money.  Re  Atchison,  T.  k  S. 
F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

182.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  discount  on  bonds  or  other 
financial  expenses  in  determining  the  fair  value  of  utility  property  for 
rate  making.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  385. 

183.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  discount  on  bonds  in  ascer^ 
taining  the  value  of  utility  property  for  rate  making,  since  such  dis- 
count does  not  represent  property,  but  rather  the  cost  of  securing  capi- 
tal.   Re  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

184.  No  allowance  will  be  made  for  discount  and  brokerage  on  securi- 
ties in  a  rate  valuation,  it  appearing  that  so  far  as  the  amount  is  for 
promotion  and  interest  it  has  been  compensated  for  in  allowances  for 
organization  expenses  and  interest  during  construction,  and  that  there 
is  no  evidence  that  any  such  expenses  were  ever  incurred  until  t«x 
years  after  the  plant  was  completed,  except  as  paid  for  in  organization 
expense.    Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

185.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  discount  or  brokerage  in  a 
rate  valuation,  in  the  absence  of  sufficient  evidence  showhig  that 
money  was  expended  for  that  purpose.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Watsr 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 
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186.  An  allowance  for  bond  discount  and  brokerage  abonld  not  be 
made  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  utility.  Re  Kansaa 
City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.>  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

187.  An  estimate  of  the  original  cost  of  construction  or  the  cost  of 
permanent  improvements  of  utility  property  should  not  include  a  sum 
representing  bond  discount.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  & 
Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679. 

188.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  discount  on  bcmds  and  pre- 
ferred stock  isMied  for  construction,  or  for  common  stock  given  as  a 
bonus  with  the  bonds,  in  ascertaining  original  cost  in  a  rate  case. 
Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

189.  Bond  discoimt  should  not  be  allowed  to  be  capitalized  on  the 
theory  that  it  is  a  necessary  part  of  original  cost;  but  it  may  be  con* 
sidered  on  the  question  of  return.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &,  Light 
Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1   (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

190.  The  amount  of  discount  on  bonds  was  allowed  as  part  of  the 
eoet  of  utility  property  where  permitted  to  be  capitalized  by  a  classifi- 
cation of  accounts  in  effect  at  the  time  the  expense  was  incurred.  Re 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

191.  Brokerage  and  bond  discount  should  not  be  considered  a  part  of 
the  cost  of  reproduction  of  utility  property,  or  of  the  fair  value  to  be 
taken  as  the  basis  for  the  fixing  of  rates.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power 
Co.  (D.  C.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  563. 

192.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  discount  cm  bonds  issued  for 
construction,  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost  in  a  rate  case.  Greens- 
burg v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

c.  Paving  over  mains. 
See  also  supra,  136. 

193.  An  allowance  should  be  made  for  cutting  and  replacing  pave- 
ment disturbed  in  laying  mains  and  services,  in  fixing  the  value  of  the 
property  of  a  gas  utility  for  rate  making.  Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City 
Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  746  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R. 
346). 

194.  Only  the  expense  as  to  paving  actually  disturbed  in  laying  mains 
should  be  included  in  an  allowance  for  paving  over  mains  in  ascertain- 
ing the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  plant.  Re  Racine  Water  Co. 
(Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

195.  The  cost  of  paving  over  mains  should  be  included  as  part  of  the 
rate  base  only*  to  the  extent  that  it  has  actually  constituted  a  cost  of 
construction.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &.  Light  Ca  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  679. 

196.  Only  such  paving  as  has  actually  been  cut  and  properly  re-   \^ 
placed  in  the  installation  of  underground  telephone  conduits  is  to  be 
considered  in  a  rate  valuation.    Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  198! 

197.  An  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  paving  over  mains 
which  were  laid  after  the  pavement;  but  the  cost  of  paving  over  mains 
which  were  laid  before  the  pavement,  and  the  cost  of  repaving,  should 
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not  be  included  in  the  fair  value  for  rate  making.    Ben  Avon  ▼.  Ohio 
Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.19nC,  890. 

198.  The  fact  that  a  question  of  confiscation  is  not  involved  does 
not  alter  the  rule  that  no  value  should  be  allowed  for  undisturbed 
paving  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  k 
Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (8.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  R.  113). 

199.  The  rule  that  no  allowance  can  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for 
paving  over  mains  in  excess  <^  the  actual  expenditure  of  the  utility 
applies  in  a  municipal  acquisition  valuation.  Re  Palo  Alto  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  163. 

200.  A  finding  as  to  fair  value  of  utility  property  should  not  include 
that  portion  of  paving  over  mains  not  paid  for  by  the  company.  Re 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

201.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  a  water-rate  valuation  for 
pavement  over  mains  laid  before  the  pavement  was  constructed.  Re 
City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

202.  No  allowance  will  be  made  for  paving  over  mains  in  ascertaining 
the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system,  where  no  paving  has  been  laid 
prior  to  the  laying  of  mains.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

203.  The  cost  of  paving  over  mains  should  not  be  included  in  esti- 
mating the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  plant  where  the  mains  were 
laid  before  the  paving  was  put  down.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  890. 

d.  Adaptation  and  9olidifteation, 

204.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  a  railroad  rate  valuation  for 
appreciation  of  the  roadbed,  merely  on  testimony  that  a  larger  number 
of  section  men  are  required  to  keep  a  new  railroad  in  condition  than  an 
old  one.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  Fellows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  623  (S.  C. 
236  Fed.  387). 

206.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making  on 
account  of  the  adaptation,  solidification,  and  seasoning  of  the  railroad 
roadbed.    Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

rr.  Miscellaneous  items  chargeable  to  capital, 

a.  In  general, 

206.  Amounts  paid  to  the  state  as  bonus  upon  capital  stock  and 
incidental  expenses  incurred  in  securing  the  charter  and  franchise  are 
proper  charges  to  investment  account.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

207.  Bonuses  allowed  for  subscriptions  to  capital  stock,  capital  stock 
issued  without  apparent  consideration,  and  financial  losses  are  not 
proper  charges  to  investment  account.  Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water 
Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

208.  In  fixing  the  value  of  a  water  utility's  distributing  system,  an 
additional  allowance  of  $6,000  was  made  for  the  construction  of  some 
4,164  crossings  over  other  public  utilities'  mains  and  conduits,  it  ap- 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


VALUATION,  IV.  b,  1.  613 

peftring  ikxt  its  fran^se  required  it  to  fnroteot  other  public  utiHties' 
mains  and  oondoits  wlien  laying  its  own  mains.  Re  Indianapolis  Water 
Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  656. 

209.  The  cost  of  unifying  an  electric  system  or  establishing  a  monop- 
oly will  not  be  included  as  capital  in  a  rate  valuation,  by  allowing 
amounts  paid  for  securities  of  constituent  companies  in  excess  of  the 
value  of  their  tangible  property,  expenses  incident  to  the  holding  com- 
pany acquiring  the  stock  of  the  operating  company,  and  stock  issued  for 
the  organization  expense  of  the  holding  company.  Moritc  v.  Edison 
Electric  lUuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

210.  An  allowance  for  expenses  and  commissions  in  c<mnection  with 
the  trial  operation  of  a  power  plant  and  equipment,  and  for  tests,  fuel, 
operating  labor,  and  exp^t  service  during  such  trials,  is  proper,  such 
costs  being  incurred  in  connection  with  the  production  of  the  property. 
Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

211.  The  cost  of  a  new  adding  machine  is  a  proper  charge  to  invest- 
ment account  under  the  head  of  office  furniture  and  fixtures.  Ben 
Avon  V.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

212.  Services  for  consumers  should  be  included  in  a  water-rate  valua- 
ti<m,  although  the  cost  has  been  charged  off  and  met  from  earnings, 
where  they  were  paid  for  from  money  received  from  legal,  reasonable 
rates  before  accounting  regulations  required  the  cost  of  such  services 
to  be  capitalized.  Rich  v.  Biddeford  k  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  982. 

213.  The  cost  of  meters  should  be  included  as  part  of  the  utility's 
property  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric 
Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917C,  111. 

214.  Water  meters  installed  for  individual  consumers  should  be 
owned  by  the  company  and  capitalized  for  rate-making  purposes.  Pine 
Lawn  V.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679. 

215.  The  expense  of  building  a  connecting  track  between  two  rail- 
roads for  the  interchange  of  cars  and  freight  is  a  proper  charge  to 
capital  account  upon  which  the  railroads  are  entitled  to  earn  a  return. 
Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
983. 

h.  Betterments  or  loaaea  after  original  valuation. 

1,  Betterments  ancl  extensions, 

216.  The  niinoia  Commission  will  depart  from  its  rule  of  adhering 
strictly  to  the  date  of  the  valuation  in  a  rate  case  in  order  to  take 
cognizance  of  subsequent  additions  and  betterments,  where  the  situa- 
tion is  so  unusual  as  to  make  such  a  course  equitable.  P^in  v.  Pekin 
Waterworks  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

216a.  In  fixing  the  rate  base  for  a  water  utility  that  was  about  to 
improve  its  plant  by  raising  a  dam  to  increase  its  storage  capacity, 
and  thus  give  its  consumers  the  increased  security  for  which  they  had 
been  contending,  the  California  (commission  made  additional  allowances 
under  the  head  of  capital  account,  depreciation  annuity,  and  mainte- 
nance and  operating  expenses  in  connection  with  the  construction  work 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 33. 
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on  the  dam  and  the  diBtribntion  system  necessary  to  take  oare  of  tlis 
increased  amount  of  water.    Re  Murray  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  521. 

217.  In  fixing  value  for  the  issuance  of  securities,  expenditures  for 
additions  should  be  added  to  the  value  of  the  property  previously  found 
for  capitalization  purposes,  since  the  utility  is  entitled  to  the  value  at 
the  time  the  securities  are  to  be  issued.  Grafton  County  Electric  Li^ 
&  P.  Co.  V.  State  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  345  (S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100 
Atl.  668). 

218.  No  allowance  will  be  made  for  additions  after  the  appraisal  of 
property  for  a  rate  valuation,  where  the  additions  are  not  equal  to  the 
current  depreciation.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  202. 

219.  Findings  of  value  and  as  to  rates  were  made  in  a  rate  proK 
ceeding  as  of  the  date  of  the  appraisal,  although  betterments  had  since 
been  added,  it  appearing  that  rates  would  not  be  materially  affected 
thereby,  and  that  they  might  easily  be  corrected  upon  a|>plication,  if 
necessary.    Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Lig^t  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1. 

220.  In  establishing  rates,  the  California  Commission  generally  takes 
into  consideration  such  additions  to  capital  account  as  may  reasonably 
be  anticipated  during  the  next  year.  Re  Murray  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C> 
62L 

;8.  Losses, 

221.  Some  value  may  be  allowed  for  a  horse  in  a  valuation  proceed- 
ing, although  the  animal  died  shortly  after  the  date  as  of  which  the 
property  is  being  valued.  Re  Union  Transfer  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.UJL1917A, 
225. 

c.  Items  chargeable  to  capital  or  income. 

222.  Expenses  incurred  in  appraising  a  utility's  property  and  other 
expenses  incident  to  a  rate  investigation  are  not  proper  charges  to 
investment  account;  but  such  charges  should  be  amortized  out  of  in- 
come, or  charged  directly  to  income  account  or  profit  and  loss  account. 
Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Wat«r  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

d.  Items  chargeable  to  capital  or  operation, 

1.  In  general. 

Expense  of  conducting  valuation  proceeding  before  Commission,  as  an 
operating  expense,  see  Return,  145-150. 

223.  Items  that  technically  may  be  capital  outlays  may  not  be  in- 
cluded in  an  allowance  for  overheads  and  intangibles  in  a  rate  valua^ 
tion,  where  the  utility  has  treated  them  as  operating  expenses,  it 
appearing  that  if  they  had  been  charged  to  the  capital  account  an 
adequate  return  would  have  been  permitted.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

224.  The  cost  of  installipg  meters  should  not  be  added  to  the  plant 
account  where  the  policy  of  the  company  has  been  to  include  such 


Digitized  by 


Google 


VALUATION,  IV.  d,  2.  515 

«08t  in  operating  expenses.     Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.   (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

225.  The  cost  oi  incandescent  lamps  installed  on  consumers'  premises 
and  the  labor  cost  of  installing  meters  may  not  be  included  in  the 
company's  property,  in  an  electric  rate  valuation,  but  may  be  treated 
as  an  operating  expense,  on  account  of  the  short  life  of  lamps,  and  the 
practical  bookkeeping  difficulty  of  keeping  account  of  many  small  items, 
although  theoretically  such  expenditures  may  be  proper  capital  charges. 
Moritz  ▼.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

226.  Expenditures  for  property  of  an  electric  company  such  as  wires, 
poles,  anchors,  crossarms,  valves,  insulators,  rheostats,  belting,  trans- 
formers, etc.,  included  in  the  inventory  in  a  rate  valuation  cannot  be 
allowed  as  part  of  the  normal  operating  expenses  of  the  company  in 
determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  return.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water 
A  Light  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  TJ.  C.  R.  113). 

227.  Expense  incurred  in  an  effort  to  secure  a  franchise,  although 
unsuccessful,  should  not  be  charged  to  the  operating  account  in  deter- 
mining the  reasonableness  of  the  return.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water 
AXight  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

228.  Money  expended  for  office  furniture  is  not  an  operating  expense, 
but  an  investment  charge.  Smith  v.  De  Tienne  &  Humphrey  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  24  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  509). 

229.  In  fixing  the  cost  of  an  extension  upon  which  consumers  are 
required  to  guarantee  a  certain  return,  a  utility  is  not  entitled  to 
charge  for  the  use  of  its  boiler  and  tools,  for  superintendence  and  for 
liability  insurance  on  workmen  under  the  Workmen's  Compensation 
Act,  where  the  boiler  and  tools  are  owned  and  used  by  the  utility  in 
its  general  construction  work;  the  superintendence  is  that  of  the 
regular  superintendent  employed  to  devote  all  of  his  time  to  the  busi- 
ness; and  where  all  the  above  items  are  charged  to  the  utility's  operat- 
ing expenses.    Re  Augusta  Water  Dist.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917B,  653. 

230.  The  expense  incurred  by  a  utility  in  compensating  consumers 
for  electrical  equipment  rendered  useless  by  a  change  from  direct  to 
alternating  current  cannot  be  capitalized,  inasmuch  as  it  represents  no 
addition  nor  betterment  to  the  utility's  plant;  but  such  expense  may 
be  properly  amortized  over  a  period  not  exceeding  ten  years.  Re  Public 
Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  797. 

2.  Expenses  in  connection  with  gas  wells, 

231.  The  annual  expenditure  which  a  natural  gas  utility  is  required 
to  make  in  developing  its  lease  should  be  apportioned  between  capital 
account  and  operating  expenses.  Re  Osage  k  O.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.. 
1917D,  426. 

232.  Expenditures  that  must  be  made  in  the  immediate  future  by  a 
natural  gas  utility  for  the  enlargement  of  its  distributing  system  or 
the  building  of  a  belt  line  to  serve  a  growing  oommimity  must  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  a  rate  valuation.  Re  Osage  &  O.  Co.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

233.  The  annual  expenditure  which  a  natural  gas  utility  is  required 
i»  make  in  developing  its  lease,  including  the  drilling  of  new  wells  and 
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the  extension  of  the  pipes,  must  be  taken  into  consideration  ia  a  rate 
valuation.     Re  Osage  &  0.  Ck).   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

234.  Investment  in  producing  natural  gas  wells  is  a  proper  capital 
account.    Re  Osage  k  0.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  426. 

235.  The  entire  cost  of  a  natural-gas  producing  well,  including  ma« 
terial  and  labor,  should  be  treated  as  capital  or  investment,  rather  than 
as  an  operating  expense.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
P.UJR.1917A,  577. 

236.  The  cost,  above  the  value  of  material,  in  drilling  new  natural  gas 
wells  to  meet  the  decrease  in  production,  although  ordinarily  charge- 
able to  capital,  may  be  treated  as  an  operating  expense,  where  there  is 
no  other  method  by  which  the  company  can  be  remunerated  for  the 
expense.    Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  577. 

237.  The  cost  of  well  drilling  is  not  a  proper  operating  expense  of  a 
natural  gas  company.  Re  Montgomery  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
924. 

F.  Valuation  of  particular  Idnds  of  tangible  property. 

a.  Property  paid  for  out  of  surplus  earnings. 

238.  Surplus  earnings  invested  in  the  plant  must  be  included  in  de- 
termining the  amount  of  the  investment  by  the  stockholders,  since  such 
surplus  is  the  property  of  the  stockholders,  and,  when  invested  in  the 
plant,  they  are  entitled  to  earn  a  return  thereon.  Re  Indianapolis 
Water  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  556. 

239.  In  fixing  the  rates  of  a  municipal  utility  for  municipal  and  gen- 
eral service,  it  is  equitable  that  consideration  should  be  given  to  the 
fact  that,  in  addition  to  paying  interest  on  the  funded  and  floating  debt, 
the  conmiercial  consumers  have  contributed  materially  to  paying  off  the 
bonds  and  enlarging  the  plant.  Skogmo  v.  River  Falls  (Wis.)  P.U.R.^ ' 
1917E,  964. 

h.  Property  not  used  or  useful, 

1.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  property  not  used  or  useful  In  public 
-MTvice,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  199. 

240.  In  establishing  public  utility  rates  a  return  should  be  allowed 
only  on  the  property  which  is  used  and  useful  in  the  public  service. 
Re  Lake  Hemet  Water  Co.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  458. 

241.  In  estimating  the  value  of  an  electric  plant  for  rate  making, 
^  an  allowance  should  not  be  made  for  the  full  value  of  a  lot  when  a  part 

only  was  used  as  a  pole  yard  and  part  was  not  used  for  any  purpose. 
Re  San  Diego  Consol.  Q.  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  930. 

24A.  The  judgmmt  of  a  waier  utility  as  to  what  real  estate  is  rea- 
-lonably  necessary  to  insure  an  adequate  supply  of  wholesome  water 
ought  not  to  be  interfered  with  so  long  as  the  utility  furnishes  effident 
service,  unless  such  judgment  is  manifestly  erroneous.  Re  Indianapolis 
Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  656. 

243.  A  water  utility  that  built  its  system  primarily  to  serve  a  large 
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coDBiimer  must  stand  the  loss  in  case  the  large  consumer  quits  the 
service  and  cannot  increase  the  rates  of  the  other  consumers,  as  it  is 
incumbent  cm  the  utility  to  find  other  customers  for  its  surplus  product. 
Re  Murray   (Cal.)  P.U.K.1917C,  621. 

244.  A  utility  making  an  excessiye  investment  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  serving  a  few  consumers  cannot  require  the  other  consumers  to 
pay  a  rate  suflSeiently  high  to  provide  a  return  on  such  investment  that 
is  of  no  use  to  them ;  and,  where  the  few  consumers  served  cannot  pos- 
sibly pay  rates  on  the  inveetment  used  specially  for  their  service,  the 
rates  established  for  the  other  portions  of  the  ^stem  should  be  applied 
to  them.     Re  Murray   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917C,  621. 

246.  In  fixing  the  value  of  an  electric  utility  for  rate  making  that 
had  an  excess  installation  of  generator  capacity  due  to  the  installation 
of  large  generators  primarily  to  carry  the  load  of  the  Panama-California 
International  Exposition,  the  California  Commission  made  no  allowance 
for  small  generators  that  had  not  been  used  during  the  past  year  and; 
which  were  not  necessary  to  supply  present  demands  for  service,  where 
the  earnings,  of  the  utility  in  the  past  were  sufficient  to  amortize  the 
capital  invested  in  them.  Re  San  Diego  Consol.  G.  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  930. 

246.  In  the  valuation  of  railroad  property  to  determine  the  rea- 
sonableness of  a  2-cent  passenger  fare,  car  ferries  and  dock  property 
should  not  be  considered  where  the  company  has  discontinued  its  trans- 
lake  passenger  business  and  the  statute  does  not  affect  the  rates  and 
charges  for  lake  transportation.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  Fellows  (Fed.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  523  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  387). 

247.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  value  of  a  water-power 
site  in  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electric  company,  in  the 
absence  of  the  evidence  that  the  power  could  be  economically  developed 
for  commercial  uses.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  663. 

248.  The  entire  cost  of  reconstructing  a  reservoir  to  make  it  useful 
should  not  be  deducted  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water 
system,  where  the  reconstruction  will  result  in  a  better  reservoir  than 
would  have  been  in  existence  if  the  original  work  had  been  properly 
done  and  the  reservoir  subjected  to  the  effects  of  the  passing  years. 
Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

249.  The  entire  extent  that  the  utilized  capacity  is  less  than  the 
rated  capacity  of  a  storage  reservoir  formed  by  a  dam  in  a  valley  should 
not  be  deducted  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system, 
where  the  greater  part  of  the  cost  of  the  reservoir  is  in  the  embank- 
ment, puddle,  riprap,  etc.,  needed  to  form  the  dam.  Greensburg  v. 
Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

250.  Original  water  mains,  although  reinforced  for  fire  protection 
purposes  because  of  the  growth  of  the  city,  are  property  used  and  use- 
ful, within  the  Wisconsin  Public  Utilities  Act,  whore  the  reinforcement 
is  made  without  removal  or  abandonment.  Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

251.  An  investment  represented  by  stock  in  electrical  testing  labora- 
tories was  disallowed  in  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electrio 
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power  company.    Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Do.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
563. 

252.  In  a  valuation  for  fixing  rates  for  one  department  of  a  utility, 
property  of  other  departments  should  not  be  included.  Rich  y.  Bidde- 
ford  &  8.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

253.  "Property  in  other  departments''  of  a  gas  utility,  which  property 
is  not  devoted  to  the  service  of  the  public  and  for  the  retention  of 
which  no  necessity  is  shown,  should  not  be  included  in  a  rate  valu- 
ation based  on  the  cost  of  reproduction  less  depreciation.  Murchie  v. 
St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  884. 

2,  Investment  in  advance  of  present  needs. 

See  also  supra,  243,  244,  249. 

254.  Investment  in  advance  of  present  or  apparent  future  needs 
should  be  disallowed  in  the  valuation  of  utility  property.  Re  Potomac 
Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

255.  No  allowance  was  made  for  land  not  used  in  the  gas  business 
in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  gas  plant,  although  the  land  was  purchased 
for  the  future  use  of  the  utility.  Re  San  Diego  Consol.  G.  &  E.  Co. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.1917A,  930. 

256.  The  value  of  the  present  use  rather  than  the  full  value  should 
be  allowed  in  a  rate  valuation  for  parallel  water  mains  of  a  consoli- 
dated company  not  used  to  their  full  capacity,  but  which  affords  means 
of  supplying  better  fire  service,  and  which  will  be  useful  as  supply 
lines  when  the  utility's  territory  is  extended.  Ben  Avon  Borough  v. 
Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

257.  Unused  land  which  is  a  duplication  of  land  in  use,  and  land 
acquired  to  provide  for  the  growth  of  the  business  and  a  possible  ex- 
tension into  other  business,  which  growth  will  not  take  place  in  the 
near  future,  cannot  be  included  in  a  valuation  of  a  baggage  transfer 
company.    Re  Union  Transfer  Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1917A,  225. 

258.  Large  tracts  of  land  held  ostensibly  for  the  future  water- 
supply  requirements  were  included  in  a  rate  valuation,  it  appearing 
that  they  might  be  considered  as  used  or  useful  to  the  utility.  Lincoln 
V.  Lincoln  Water  k  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P. 
U.  C.  R.  113). 

259.  The  land  and  the  structures  thereon,  including  a  house,  mill, 
miller's  house  and  barn,  and  the  dam  and  appurtenances,  were  included 
in  the  operative  property  of  a  water  utility,  where  the  land  would  be 
useful  in  the  immediate  future  as  a  source  of  deep  well  supply  of  water 
for  which  there  was  a  growing  demand.  Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co. 
(Ind.)   P.U.R.1917E,  556. 

260.  Existing  consumers  cannot  be  required  to  pay  a  return  on  con- 
struction ip  excess  of  present  needs;  and,  accordingly,  a  deduction 
should  be  made  on  account  of  the  excess  capacity  from  the  sum  which 
otherwise  would  be  used  as  a  rate  base,  with  a  corresponding  reduc- 
tion in  the  depreciation  annuity.  Re  Murray  (Cal.)  P.U.R.  1917C, 
621. 

261.  There  is  no  excess  capacity  of  a  pipe  line  which  should  be  de- 
ducted  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system^  al* 
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though  file  line  is  slightly  larg^  than  Is  necessary  under  average  con- 
ditions, where  the  line  is  none  too  large  for  abnormal  conditions  and 
a  saving  of  inyestment  in  a  smaller  line  will  be  offset  by  increased  in- 
vestment in  pumping  facilities.  Oreensburg  y.  Westmoreland  Water  Go. 
<Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

8.  Property  used  in  emergencies. 

262.  In  a  rate  valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electric  company  buy- 
ing its  current  from  a  generating  company,  allowance  should  not  be 
made  for  both  a  hydraulic  system  and  a  steam  or  oil  engine  equipment 
no  longer  used,  upon  the  theory  that  the  use  of  the  current  of  the 
generating  company  is  merely  optional,  and  may  be  discontinued,  since 
this  would  mean  an  allowance  for  two  separate  and  distinct  stand-by 
services  for  one  plant.  Canyon  City  v.  Consolidated  Electric  Light  Co. 
(Or.)  P.U.R.1917C.  162. 

263.  The  rate-making  value  of  an  electric  generating  station  but  little 
used  after  a  consolidation  of  independent  companies  was  not  limited  to 
the  cost  of  installing  equivalent  generating  capacity  at  the  active  sta- 
tion, but  was  fixed  at  its  present  value,  where  the  record  was  not  com- 
plete as  to  the  cost  of  the  additional  facilities,  and  where  it  was 
important  to  have  two  stations  to  insure  continuity  of  service  in  emer- 
gencies and  to  provide  for  near  future  growth.  Moritz  v.  Edison 
Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

264.  A  natural  gas  utility  maintaining  an  artificial  gas  plant  for 
emergencies  in  case  of  failure  of  the  supply  of  natural  gas,  as  required 
by  municipal  ordinance,  should  be  allowed  in  the  rate  of  return  such 
a  sum  as  will  equal  interest  on  the  investment  and  depreciation  on  the 
buildings.    Re  Ashtabula  Gas  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917D,  790. 

265.  The  unused  portion  of  an  artificial  gas  plant  of  a  utility  supply- 
ing only  natural  gas  was  included  in  a  valuation  for  the  purpose  of 
fixing  natural  gas  rates,  where  such  plant  might  be  called  into  active 
service  at  any  time.  Re  Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  SCO. 

266.  The  doctrine  of  supersession  does  not  apply  so  as  to  require  the 
elimination  of  the  generating  plant  of  a  gas  company  from  the  valua- 
tion of  its  property  for  rate  making,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  no  longer 
needed,  where  it  appears  that  the  company  generated  and  distributed 
artificial  gas  until  the  completion  of  a  natural  gas  transmission  line, 
when  the  company  gradually  began  supplying  a  mixture  of  natural  and 
artificial  gas,  and  that  the  danger  of  the  interruption  of  the  natural 
gas  supply  is  always  imminent.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gras  &  E.  Corp.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  717. 

267.  An  auxiliary  source  of  supply  is  necessary  to  a  water  system, 
where  the  carrying  capacity  of  lines  leading  into  and  out  of  an  exist- 
ing reservoir  is  inadequate,  and  expenditures  must  be  made  to  increase 
the  existing  source  sufficiently  to  meet  consumers'  demands.  Greens- 
burg  V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

268.  No  deduction  should  be  made  for  an  unused  water  tunnel  in  as- 
certaining the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system,  where,  if  the  tunnel 
were  not  in  existence,  the  contingency  of  a  break  in  supply  lines  would 
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have  to  be  provided  for  by  increased  pumping  equipment.    Ghreensburg 
V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

269.  In  determining  whether  an  auxiliary  source  of  supply  is  neces- 
sary to  a  water  system,  stream  flows,  if  correctly  determined,  otter  the 
most  reliable  method  of  determining  run-off,  being  followed  In  relia- 
bility by  comparison  with  the  known  yields  of  similar  areas  in  the  same 
district,  and  by  a  determination  based  upon  rainfall  and  upon  a  per- 
centage of  run -off.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

270.  Flowage  rights,  wisely  acquired,  as  a  precaution  against  the 
exhaustion  of  the  main  water  supply  in  a  dry  season,  should  be  al- 
lowed as  part  of  a  water  company's  property  for  rate  making.  Portage 
V.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  17. 

271.  Watershed  land  should  not  be  excluded  from  the  inventory  of 
a  water  company's  property  in  a  rate  valuation,  on  the  theory  that  it 
is  not  used  and  useful,  where  it  was  acquired,  under  approval  of  the 
state,  and  the  water  will  be  used  annually  during  the  dry  portion  of 
the  year.    Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  17. 

272.  The  full  value  of  an  auxiliary  pump,  used  but  seldom,  and 
capable  of  providing  only  one  seventh  of  the  supply,  should  not  be 
included  in  a  water  rate  valuation.  Re  Belvedere  Water  Co.  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

4,  Discarded  or  abandoned  property. 

273.  Equipment  disconnected,  unused,  and  not  held  for  use,  was  ex- 
cluded from  the  inventory  of  a  company's  property  in  a  valuation  pro- 
ceeding.   Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  563. 

274.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  obsolete  property  in  fixing 
fair  value  for  rate  making,  since  the  value  of  such  property  should  be 
amortized,  rather  than  treated  as  a  part  of  the  plant  on  whioh  a  return 
must  be  paid  perpetually  by  the  patrons.  Commercial  Club  v.  Terra 
Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  743. 

275.  Loss  on  equipment  scrapped  or  abandoned  should  not  be  treated 
as  a  necessary  development  cost  unless  the  expenditures  for  the  property 
were  made  in  good  faith,  according  to  sound  engineering  and  managerial 
judgment,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  service.  Re  Potomao  Electric 
Power  Co.   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

276.  Services  from  main  to  curb,  laid  at  the  utility's  expense,  but 
which  are  not  in  existence,  do  not  form  a  proper  element  of  the  repro- 
duction cost  of  a  water  plant,  irrespective  of  whether  or  not  eamii^ 
were  sufficient  to  provide  a  depreciation  fund  for  them.  Re  Racine 
Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

5.  Dtcelling  houses. 

See  also  supra,  269. 

277.  Residences  upon  the  land  of  a  water  company  not  used  or  UM- 
ful  for  the  service  should  not  be  considered  in  a  rate  valuation.  Ttkin 
v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838. 

278.  Dwellings  intended  for  the  use  of  utility  employees,  but  not 
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showli  to  have  been  so  used,  were  excluded  from  the  inventorj  of  the 
company's  property,  in  a  valuation  proceeding.  Re  Potomac  Electric 
Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

c.  Property  not  owned  "by  utility, 

1.  In  general, 

279.  A  utility  owning  a  half  interest  in  several  water  powers  is  not 
entitled  to  be  treated  as  the  sole  owner  of  such  powers  in  a  security- 
issue  valuation  although  it  anticipates  no  difficulty  in  securing  the  re- 
mainder of  the  title.  Grafton  County  Electric  Light  Sl  P.  Co.  v.  State 
(N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  345  (S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  668). 

280.  No  allowance  should  be  made,  in  a  rate  valuation,  for  the  values 
of  streets  and  alleys  used  by  a  railroad  which  has  no  title  to  such 
property.    Re  Atchison,  T.  k  8.  F.  R.  Co.   (Kan.)   P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

281.  The  value  of  coal  pillars  supporting  the  surface  of  the  ground 
where  water  pipes  are  laid  should  not  be  included  in  the  value  of  a 
water  company's  property  for  rate  making,  especially  where  they  are 
not  to  be  removed.    Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1^ 

282.  A  valuation  of  a  water  plant  for  rate  making  should  not  in- 
clude the  value  of  a  standpipe  lot,  which,  if  not  used  for  that  pur- 
pose, is  subject  to  reversion  to  a  city.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  & 
Light  Co.  (lU.)  P.tJ.R.1917B,  1   (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

2,  Leased  property, 

283.  Natural  gas  leaseholds  should  be  included  in  a  rate  valuation 
of  the  system,  although  their  value  may  be  vague  and  uncertain.  Re 
Clarksburg  Light  k  Heat  Co.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917A,  577. 

284.  Leased  property  useful  in  the  public  service  should  be  included 
in  the  fair  value  of  the  utility's  property  for  rate  making.  Re  Port- 
land R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  962. 

d.  Property  not  paid  for, 

1,  Bonated  property  generally, 

285.  Services  of  utility  officers  and  contractors'  profits  unpaid  for 
should  not  be  included  in  the  estimate  of  the  original  cost  of  a  utility's 
property.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &,  Light  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

286.  In  ascertaining  the  original  cost  of  a  telephone  plant  for  security  / 
issue  purposes,  allowances  should  be  made  for  gratuitous  services  ren- 
dered by  the  officers  and  promoters,  but  no  allowance  should  be  made 
for  contributions  of  labor  and  services  by  stockholders  in  building  the 
plant,  where  the  amount  of  such  contributions  is  impossible  of  ascer- 
tainment. Re  Monroe  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
471. 

287.  The  value  of  mains  and  pipes  formerly  owned  by  private  con- 
sumers, and  later  turned  over  to  a  water  company  and  paid  for  through 
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water  supply  or  donated,  should  not  be  included  in  an  estimate  of 
the  original  cost  of  the  utility's  property.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St. 
Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  679  (&  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S. 
C.  R.  161). 

288.  That  the  city  made  ledge  excavations  lor  laying  mains,  when  the 
location  of  new  hydrants  required  an  extension,  does  not  warrant  a  de- 
duction from  the  value  of  the  plant  for  rate  making  on  account  of  such 
work,  where  the  ownership  of  the  entire  plant  is  in  the  water  company 
and  there  are  no  restrictions  upon  the  enjoyment  of  that  ownership. 
Briggs  V.  Peaks  Island  Corp.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  750. 

2,  Service  connections  paid  for  hy  consumers, 

289.  Services  from  main  to  curb,  installed  at  the  expense  of  consum- 
ers, should  not  be  included  in  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a 
water  plant.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.Ra917D,  277. 

290.  A  finding  as  to  fair  value  of  utility  property  should  not  include 
that  portion  of  the  cost  of  service  connections  not  paid  for  by  the  com- 
pany.   Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Ca  (D.  a)  P.U.R.1917D,  663. 

291.  Service  connections  not  paid  for  by  utility  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost  in  a  rate  case.  Greensburg  v. 
Westmoreland  Water  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

292.  The  estimated  reproduction  cost  of  deposits  for  extensions  and 
underground  services  paid  by  consumers  was  deducted  from  the  value 
of  the  operative  property  of  an  electric  utility  f«r  rate-making  pur- 
poses.   Re  San  Diego  Consol.  G.  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  930. 

e.  Consumers*  equipment  taken  over  "by  utility, 

293.  The  present  value  of  consumers'  electrical  equipment  for  which 
a  utility  was  required  to  compensate  its  consumers  upon  changing  from 
direct  to  alternating  current  was  required  to  be  determined  thus: 
"Take  cost-new  (estimated  or  agreed  upon  in  event  there  is  no  existing 
record  of  actual  cost)  and  deduct  therefrom  the  salvage  value,  to 
derive  the  service  value.  Ascertain  the  number  of  years  which  the 
equipment  has  been  in  service,  and  estimate  the  future  useful  life  of 
the  equipment.  Per  cent  condition  will  be  the  ratio  of  the  remaining 
years  of  useful  life  to  the  total  (past  plus  estimated  future)  life  of  the 
equipment.  To  scrap  value  add  the  service  value  multiplied  by  the 
per  cent  condition,  in  order  to  derive  the  present  value  thereof."  Re 
Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  797. 

294.  In  fixing  the  price  to  be  paid  for  transformers  to  be  purchased 
from  consumers,  the  cost  of  oil  which  they  contain  should  not  be  de- 
ducted, although  purchased  by  the  company  to  replace  oil  originally 
furnished  by  consumers;  it  appearing  that  the  company  has  charged 
this  cost  to  operating  expenses.  Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp. 
(Cal.)   P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

295.  The  cost  of  consumers'  transformers  to  be  taken  over  by  an 
electric  company  should  include  the  cost  in  place  on  the  consupiers' 
pole,  and  not  the  cost  delivered  at  the  corporation's  division  storerooms. 
Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 
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296.  In  fixing  the  price  to  be  paid  by  the  utility  for  consumers'  elec- 
tric transforms s,  no  deduction  should  be  made,  except  in  extraordinary 
cases,  for  depreciation,  beyond  that  based  on  the  actual  age  of  the 
equipment  in  service,  where  the  company  has  been  allowed  to  deduct  5 
per  cent  per  annum  for  depreciation,  and  this  is  based  upon  the  as- 
sumed average  life  of  the  transformers,  including  those  which  last 
longer  than  twenty  years,  as  well  as  those  which  fail  earlier.  Re 
«an  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

297.  A  utility  required  to  take  over  consumers*  equipment  cannot,  in 
fixing  its  value,  deduct  more  than  a  normal  depreciation  for  certain 
classes  of  equipment,  on  the  theory  that  such  equipment  is  below  stand- 
ard, where  it  has  failed  to  require  standards  of  equipment  to  be  oper- 
ated as  part  of  its  system.  Re  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  (Gal.) 
P.U.R.1917E.  411. 

298.  In  taking  over  consumers'  equipment,  the  price  of  such  equip- 
ment as  the  company  has  substituted  for  that  owned  by  consumers, 
which  had  failed  without  the  latter's  fault,  should  be  paid  by  the  com- 
pany rather  than  the  reduced  price  which  would  be  offered-  if  the 
original  equipment  were  in  service,  where  the  title  to  the  new  equip- 
ment has  passed  to  the  consumer,  and  the  company  has  sold  the  original 
equipment  and  retained  the  proceeds.  Re  San  Joaquin  Light  k  P.  Corp. 
(Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411. 

/.  Lands. 

1,  In  general. 

Discussion  of  method  of  valuation  of  land,  buildings,  central  office       ^ 
equipment,  underground  conduits,  and  underground  cables,  station  ap- 
paratus and  station  insulations,  booths  and  special  fittings  and  general 
equipment  of  telephone  plant,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  211. 

Discussion  of  method  employed  in  valuation  of  telephone   bulld«  \/ 
ings.  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  225. 

290.  The  lands  of  a  telephone  company  should  be  appraised  at  their     • 
fair  market  value  for  rate  making.     Re  Mountain   States  Teleph.  & 
Teleg.  Co.    (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B.  198. 

300.  The  actual  sacrifice  made  by  a  telephone  company  in  acquiring 
rights  of  way,  when  determinable,  rather  than  their  cost  of  reprodue-^ 
tion,  should  be  taken  as  a  measure  of  their  value  for  rate  making. 
Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

301.  The  cost  to  the  company,  rather  than  the  value  of  adjacent 
lands,  is  the  proper  measure  of  the  value  of  railroad  real  estate  for 
rate-making  purposes.  Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  272. 

302.  The  value  placed  upon  a  railroad  right  of  way  and  station 
grounds  by  witnesses  speaking  from  actual  knowledge  should  be  adopted 
in  preference  to  that  reached  by  applying  to  such  property,  without  im- 
provements, the  estimated  value  of  adjacent  land,  including  all  build- 
ings and  other  improvements,  and  then  adding  overheads.  Ann  Arbor 
R.  Co.  V.  Fellows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  523  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  387). 

303.  The  cost  of  an  improvement  to  land — such  as  a  cinder  fill— 
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should  not  be  added  to  its  value  for  rate  making  in  a  Tatuation  based 
on  the  reproduction  theory,  in  which  the  land  has  been  appraised  at  its 
present-day  appreciated  value.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  Light  Co. 
(111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (8.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

2.  Adaptability. 

304.  In  fixing  the  value  of  land  used  by  a  water  utility  for  its  plant 
and  for  its  reservoirs  and  standpipes,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the 
adaptability  of  the  land  for  the  purposes  for  which  it  Lb  being  used. 
Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  VaUey  Water  Ck>.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

305.  An  additional  allowance  should  be  made,  in  the  valuation  of  a 
utility's  property,  on  account  of  the  particular  suitability  of  land  for 
the  purposes  of  the  company,  due  to  available  rail  and  water  transpor- 
tation facilities.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.UJR.1917D, 
563. 

306.  The  market  value  of  land  and  its  adaptability  for  the  purpose 
for  which  it  is  used  may  properly  be  considered  in  fixing  the  value  of 
a  utility's  land  for  rate  making.  Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City  Light, 
Heat  it  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  346). 

8.  Multiples. 

307.  That  portion  of  the  value  claimed  by  a  railroad  for  its  real 
estate,  represented  by  multiples  of  the  value  of  adjacent  land  added  on 
the  theory  that  it  would  cost  the  company  that  amount  now  to  obtain 
the  property,  was  rejected  by  the  Kansas  Commission  in  the  ascertain- 
ment of  the  value  of  the  company's  property  for  rate  making.  Re 
AtchUon,  T.  A  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.UJR.1917F,  272. 

4.  Appreciation. 

308.  The  appreciation  in  the  value  of  real  estate  should  be  consid 
ered  in  fixing  the  fair  present  value  of  a  utility's  property  for  rate 
making.     Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917E,  556. 

5.  Allotvance  for  severance  damages. 

309.  In  estimating  the  value  of  railroad  lands  for  rate  making  the 
Kansas  Commission  refused  to  allow  for  severance  or  other  damages. 
Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917F,  272. 

g.  Working  capital. 

1.  In  general. 

810.  An  allowance  for  working  capital  should  be  made  in  a  rate 
valuation.  Murdiie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
202. 

811.  An  allowance  should  be  made  for  working  ci^ital  in  ascertain- 
ing the  original  cost  to  date  of  a  utility.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light 
Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 
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312.  An  allowance  for  working  capital  sliould  bt  made  in  a  rate  val* 
uation  of  a  natural  gas  utility.  Re  Richmond  Lig^  Heat  Ic  P.  Coi 
<Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  300. 

313.  An  allowance  fen*  working  capital  should  be  made  in  a  gaa-rttte 
valuation.  Murchie  ▼.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
884. 

314.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  working  capital  in  addition    ^ 
to  an  allowance  for  material  and  supplies  where  the  utility  collects  its 
revenues  in  advance.    Re  Tipton  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  200. 

2,  PurpoBe  of  oUowance. 

315.  Working  capital  is  the  amount  of  cash,  supplies,  or  other 
available  assets  that  may  be  readily  converted  into  cash,  reasonably 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  current  obligations  of  the  ^ 
oompany  as  they  arise,  and  to  enable  it  to  operate  economically  and 
efficiently.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  198. 

316.  Working  capital  should  represent  an  average  sum  which  is  suffi- 
cient and  ample  under  normal  conditions  to  meet  and  carry  the  obli- 
gations incurred  in  bills  payable  prior  to  a,  reimbursement  obtained 
from  bills  receivable.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

317.  Working  capital  is  the  cash  required  to  be  on  hand  to  pay  the 
running  expenses' until  such  time  as  a  sufficient  amount  is  collected 
from  consumers  to  carry  on  the  business,  account  being  taken  of  the 
necessity  of  keeping  some  cash  in  bank  in  order  to  maintain  a  credit, 
the  manner  in  which  the  revenues  are  collected,  and  the  supplies  on 
hand.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D, 
478. 

318.  In  fixing  the  fair  value  of  a  utility  plant  for  rate  making,  a 
reasonable  amount  should  be  allowed  for  working  capital  to  enable 
the  utility  so  to  conduct  its  business  as  to  maintain  its  credit  and  have 
on  hand  a  proper  sum  that  it  may  buy  to  advantage  and  discount  ita 
bills.    Ben  Avon  v.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

8.  Items  included;  mippliea  and  materials, 

319.  Working  capital  should  include  such  a  stock  of  material  an4 
supplies  as  is  necessary  to  enable  a  utility  to  make  repairs  and  minor 
replacements  chargeable  to  operation  without  unreasonable  delay  or  > 
expense,  and  to  meet  operating  contingencies  -  and  emergencies  not 
taken  care  of  by  other  reserves  and  allowances;  and  it  should,  in  gen- 
eral, be  a  sum  sufficient  to  bridge  the  gap  between  outlay  and  reim- 
bursement. Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  198. 

320.  An  average  sum  to  cover  the  ordinary  investment  in  materials 
and  supplies  necessary  to  utility  operations  is  a  reasonable  and  proper 
capital  charge  in  a  rate  determination,  but  materials  and  supplies  ear-> 
ried  for  new  construction  should  be  excluded.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Watctr 
k  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  HI.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 
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321.  An  amount  representing  the  cost  of  small  tools  and  testing 
equipment  on  hand,  in  addition  to  the  ledger  balance  for  materials  and 
supplies,  was  allowed  as  part  of  the  cost  of  an  electric  property,  the 
amounts  of  the  two  items  being  stated  separately.  Re  Potomac  Elec* 
trie  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  PU.R.1917D,  663. 

322.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  the  valuation  of  the  property 
of  an  Metric  power  company  for  capital  invested  in  auxiliary  deotrica) 
devices,  such  as  irons,  ranges,  vacuum  cleaners,  etc.,  kept  for  sale  to 
customers  on  cash  or  long-term  payments.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power 
Co.(  D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

^^  323.  Subscribers'  deposits  should  not  be  included  in  the  amount 
allowed  for  working  capital  of  a  utility  for  rate  making.  Re  Mountain 
States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

324.  In  making  an  allowance  for  working  capital  in  an  electric  rate 
valuation,  consideration  should  be  given  to  consumers'  deposits  on 
which  interest  is  paid  and  for  which  an  equivalent  amount  of  capital 
must  be  supplied  if  the  deposits  were  not  received;  but  not  for  funds 
accumulated  for  the  payment  of  dividends  for  which  no  book  entry  is 
made  until  dividends  are  paid.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

^  325.  The  amount  invested  in  the  securities  of  another  company 
should  not  be  included  in  the  working  capital  of  the  utility  for  rate 
making.    Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 

*      198. 

326.  Unbilled  delivered  current  which  is  not  carried  on  the  books 
either  as  revenue  or  as  an  asset  will  not  be  included  in  making  an 
allowance  for  working  capital  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  the  operating 
expenses  cover  the  cost  of  the  unbilled  service.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Co.   (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

4,  Amounts  allowed. 

(a)   In  general. 

327.  The  amount  of  cash  on  hand  for  a  year  ending  at  a  specified 
date  was  allowed  as  working  capital  of  a  water  company,  in  a  rate 
valuation.    Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  17. 

328.  An  allowance  of  slightly  more  than  the  average  monthly  oper- 
ating expenses  was  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  working  capital  for 
a  gas  company  whose  revenues  are  collected  monthly.  Murchie  v.  St. 
Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

329.  A  natural  gas  company  should  be  allowed  a  working  capital, 
above  material  and  supplies,  equal  to  the  operating  expenses  for  six 
weeks.    Re  Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  300. 

330.  A  sum  equal  to  the  monthly  income  of  a  natural  gas  company 
was  held  a  sufficient  allowance  for  working  capital,  including  supplies 
for  current  use.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  677. 

331.  A  railroad  company  is  not  entitled  to  a  working  capital  equal 
to  the  average  excess  of  working  liabilities  over  working  assets  exclu- 
sive of  cash  on  hand  and  fuel,  material,  and  supplies  on  hand;  since 
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this  would  amount  to  a  capitalusation  of  debts  of  the  compaBy.  Ann 
Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  Fellows  (Fed.)  P.U.R.1917B,  523  (S.  C.  236  Fed.  387). 
3S2.  In  the  determination  of  working  capital  due  regard  should 
be  given  to  the  company's  ordinary  outstanding  accounts,  both  pay-  %/ 
able  and  receivable,  average  condition  of  its  stock  of  supplies,  the 
natural  risk  of  the  business,  the  method  of  purchasing  its  supplies, 
and  the  carrying  of  its  accounts  with  banks  and  others, — ^whether  at 
interest  or  otherwise, — ^the  method  of  rendering  bills  for  service  and 
the  time  required  for  the  payment  thereof,  as  well  as  all  other  ex- 
penses, circumstances,  and  conditions  bearing  upon  the  economical 
and  efficient  operation  of  the  company.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph*  9t 
Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

(h)  Percentage  allauKinces, 

333.  An  allowance  of  5  per  cent  of  the  .investment  In  a  telephone 
plant  was  made  for  working  capital,  in  addition  to  the  allowance  for   ^ 
stores  and  supplies,  in  fixing  the  fair  value  for  capitalization  purposes. 
Re  Monroe  Independent  Teleph.  Co.   (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917E,  471. 

(c)  Specific  allowances, 

834.  An  allowance  of  $1,000,000  was  made  for  working  capital  for 
an  electric  system  having  a  rate-making  value  of  $22,000,000.  Morits 
V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

335.  An  allowance  of  $1,500  for  working  capital,  in  addition  to  $1,500 
for  material  and  supplies,  was  held  to  be  liberal  in  a  valuation  of  a 
baggage  transfer  company  having  a  rate-making  value  of  $111,000.  Re 
Union  Transfer  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917A,  225. 

336  An  allowance  of  $2,000  rather  than  $4,000  was  made  for  operat- 
ing capital  of  a  water  system  having  a  rate-making  value  of  $129,762. 
Re  Belvedere  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

337.  An  allowance  of  $2,000  was  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  work- 
ing capita]  for  an  electric  company  whose  revenues  are  collected  month- 
ly, whose  average  monthly  operating  expenses,  exclusive  of  deprecia- 
tion, are  $1,312.56  and  whose  rate-making  value  is  $05,673.48.  Murchie 
V.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

338.  The  smn  of  $3,000  is  a  sufficient  allowance  for  working  capital 
for  a  natural-gas  producing  and  distributing  system  having  a  total  rate- 
making  value  of  $57,505.64.  Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  C^.  (Okla.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

330.  In  a  rate  valuation  an  allowance  of  $6,000  was  made  for  ma- 
terials and  supplies  for  the  electric  department  of  a  utility  and  $2,000 
for  its  water  department,  or  5.45  per  cent  and  .93  per  cent  of  the  pres- 
ent value  of  the  property  devoted  respectively  to  each  department. 
Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &.  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4 
111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

340.  An  allowance  of  $6,500  was  made  for  working  capital  of  an 
electric  utility  valued  at  $212,404,  where  $5,128  was  allowed  for  stores 
and  supplies,  the  latter  being  a  part  of  working  capital.  Thomas  y. 
Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C. 
4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  346). 
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941.  An  allowance  of  $7,500  was  made  for  working  capital  of  a  water 
company,  the  cost  of  reproduction  new,  less  depreciatioD,  of  the  prop- 
erty of  which  was  found  to  be  $459,514.  Be  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

342.  In  addition  to  an  allowance  of  $8,000  for  materials  and  sup- 
plies in  a  rate  valuation,  an  allowance  of  $7,000  was  made  for  work- 
ing capital  to  be  divided  equally  between  the  electric  and  water  depart- 
ments of  a  utility  constituting  3.18  per  cent  and  1.63  per  coit  of  the 
present  values  of  the  properties  apportioned  to  each  department.  Lin- 
coln V.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111. 
P.  U.  C.  B.  113). 

343.  An  allowance  of  $7,000  was  made  for  the  working  capital  of  a 
water  company,  the   fair  value  of  whose  property,   for  rate  making, ' 
was  found  to  be  $193,000.    Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
19i7C,  838. 

344.  The  sum  of  $16,500,  Tepresenting  an  average  of  the  cash  on  hand 
and  accounts  receivable  for  twelve  months,  is  a  reasonable  working 
capital  allowance  for  a  water  company  having  a  rate-making  value  of 
$1,030,620.80,  a  very  large  part  of  whose  income  is  received  semi- 
annually.    Bich  V.  Biddeford  A  S.  Water  0>.   (Me.)   P.U.B.1917C,  982. 

345.  The  siun  of  $10,000  is  an  ample  allowance  for  working  capital, 
in  addition  to  $5,000  for  supplies  on  hand,  in  ascertaining  the  original 
cost  of  a  water  system  which  is  fixed  at  $1,238,979.44,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  company  has  the  use  without  interest  of  $20,000  of 
charges  paid  in  advance,  and  that  the  majority  of  consumers'  bills  are 
collected  quarterly,  the  remainder  being  collected  monthly.  Greens- 
burg  V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

346.  The  sum  of  $10,000  was  allowed  for  working  capital  in  ascer- 
taining the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system  which  was  fixed  at 
$1,372,904.54,  there  being  a  substantial  amount  of  unused  supplies  on 
hand  and  a  large  amount  of  revenue  being  collected  in  advance.  Greens- 
burg  V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.B.1917D,  478. 

347.  In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electric  power  company, 
the  sum  of  $135,000  was  allowed  for  cash- working  capital  based  on 
one  eighth  of  the  average  annual  operating  expenses  for  a  period  of 
four  years,  exclusive  of  taxes,  plus  an  allowance  of  $42,831.43  for  ex- 
tensions.   Be  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.B.1917D,  563. 

348.  An  inierurban  railroad  company  was  required  to  hold  as  a  re- 
serve for  working  capital,  exclusive  of  stores  and  supplies,  to  meet  its 
fixed  charges,  not  less  than  $185,000  par  value  of  the  preferred  stock  as  a 
condition  precedent  to  the  issuance  of  $2,500,000  of  5  per  cent  bonds, 
$500,000  par  value  of  preferred  stock,  and  $2,000,000  par  value  of  com- 
mon stock,  for  the  construction  of  the  road,  the  reserve  stock  to  be  sold 
at  not  less  than  80.  Be  Omaha,  L.  &  B.  B.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.B.1917A, 
907. 

349.  An  allowance  of  $526,728  was  made  for  working  capital,  stores, 
and  cash  for  consolidated  electric  properties  having  an  original  cost  of 
$7,281,148.51,  and  of  $461,438  for  the  system  in  one  locality  having  an 
original  cost  of  $5,491,417.50.  Be  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co. 
(Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 
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FJ.  VtiluaUan  of  parHeular  Idttda  of  intmn^ible  propertff. 

a.  In  general. 

350.  In  a  rate  valuation,  certain  elements  of  intangible  costs,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  proper  value  of  the  physical  property,  should  be  allowed; 
but  the  allowance  should  be  based  upon  the  history  and  experience  of 
the  particular  company,  rather  than  upon  theoretical  estimates.  Ro 
Hackensack  Water  Co.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1917E,  147. 

351.  'Tlant  development  expense/*  consisting  of  the  cost  of  repro- 
ducing superseded  or  obsolete  property,  should  not  be  allowed  as  in- 
tangible value  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  the  expenses  have  been  re- 
couped or  can  be  charged  to  the  depreciation  reserve  account.  Re 
Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

352.  An  allowance  for  risks  of  the  enterprise  should  not  be  made  in 
a  rate  valuation,  where  there  is  no  evidence  as  to  what  the  risks  were, 
or  that  they  should  be  considered,  except  in  determining  the  rate  of 
return  on  the  actual  value  of  the  property.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gas- 
light Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

353.  In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  telephone  company  for  ^ 
rate  making,  the  Colorado  Commission,  in  addition  to  allowances  to 
cover  the  cost  of  organization,  of  obtaining  franchises,  and  the  amount 

of  unearned  accrued  depreciation,  added  a  sum  sufficient  to  cover  ''other 
intangible  value."  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

354.  In  a  telephone  rate  valuation  the  Colorado  Commission  included 

in  the  present  fair  value  of  the  Company's  property  a  sum  on  account    ^ 
of  unearned  accrued  depreciation,  it  appearing  that  the  depreciation 
reserve  set  aside  by  the  company  and  invested  in  its  properties  within 
the  state  was  inadequate.     Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co. 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

h.  Going  value, 

1.  In  general. 

Definitions  of  going  value,  P.UJ1.1917A,  p.  594. 

Discussion  of  difference  between  ''going  value"  and  "good  will." 
P.U.R.1917C,  p.  996. 

Discussion  of  going  value,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  665. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  going  value,  P.U.R.1917E,  p.  199. 

Discussion  of  accumulated  deficit  theory  for  determining  develop- 
ment cost,  P.UJE1.1917D,  p.  966. 

Annotation  on  allowance   for  development  cost,   P.U.R.1917F,   p. 
214. 

365.  Groing-concem  value  is  an  addition  to  physical  value  which  is 
made  to  compensate  a  utility  for  losses  during  the  development  stage; 
losses  being  measured  by  the  amount  by  which  the  enterprise  fails  to 
pay  expenses  and  a  fair  return  on  the  money  actually  invested.  Mur- 
chie V.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1017B,  384. 

356.  No  allowance  can  be  made  for  going  value  and  other  intangibles, 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 34. 
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or  for  working  capital  in  fixing  the  fair  value  of  a  utility's  property 
for  rate  making,  where  the  evidence  was  confined  to  the  value  of  the 
physical  property.    Re  Osage  &  O.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  426. 

2,  Plant  considered  as  going  concern. 

(a)  In  general. 

357.  In  a  valuation  of  a  utility's  property  for  rate  making,  the  Idaho 
Commission  took  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  company  was  a 
going  concern.  Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917C, 
111. 

358.  In  determining  the  fair  value  of  utility  property  for  rate  mak- 
ing, the  District  of  Columbia  Commission  considered  the  company  as  a 
going  concern  in  successful  operation.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co. 
(D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

359.  The  fact  that  a  utility  is  a  going  concern,  and  therefore  has  a 
value  in  excess  of  its  actual  cost  less  depreciation,  should  be  taken 
into  consideration  in  fixing  the  fair  present  value  for  rate  making; 
since  a  utility  property,  when  operated  under  rates  which  should  pro- 
duce a  return  somewhat  above  the  current  rate  of  interest  on  money, 
will  command  a  value  substantially  above  that  of  its  mere  physical 
value.    Re  City  Water  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  624. 

360.  In  a  rate  valuation  the  Illinois  Commission  gives  due  weight 
to  opinion  evidence  as  to  the  value  of  established  business,  but  views 
such  evidence  in  a  reasonable  manner  which  is  fair  and  equitable  to 
both  parties.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1  (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

(b)   Consideration  of  going  concern  value  although  losses  have 
been  recouped, 

361.  The  fact  that  a  public  utility's  plants  are  going  concerns  is  an 
element  of  value  to  be  taken  into  consideration  in  fixing  the  value  for 
security-issue  purposes,  notwithstanding  the  cost  of  securing  customers 
may  have  been  charged  to  operating  expenses  in  the  past  Grafton 
County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  SUte  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  346  (S. 
C.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  668). 

362.  No  additional  allowance  will  be  made  by  the  California  Commis- 
sion for  development  cost  of  a  utility  in  a  municipal  acquisition  valua- 
tion where  the  early  losses  have  been  recouped,  but  consideration  will 
be  given  to  the  property  as  a  going  concern.  Re  Palo  Alto  (Cal.) 
P.U.R.1917A,  163. 

363.  The  consideration  of  the  fact  that  a  plant  is  in  successful  opera- 
tion as  a  going  concern,  without  a  separate  allowance  for  going  value, 
is  a  sufficient  recognition  of  that  value  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  plant 
which  has  earned  an  adequate  return.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light 
Co.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

364.  The  going  value  of  a  utility  should  be  considered  in  a  rate  val- 
uation; but  a  specific  sum  should  not  be  allowed  for  such  vaHie.  espe- 
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cially  where  no  losses  have  been  suffered  in  establishing  the  business. 
Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  677. 

365.  Due  allowance  was  made  in  a  rate  valuation  by  the  Colorado 
Commission  for  the  fact  that  the  utility  was  a  going  concern  with  an 
established  business  in  successful  operation,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  company  had  been  able  to  earn  a  fair  return  upon  its  invest^ 
ment.  Re  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
385. 

(o)  Wo  specific  allowance  for  gohtg  concern  value. 

366.  The  going  value  of  a  utility  will  be  recognized  in  the  total  valua- 
tion, although  a  separate  allowance  for  the  item  will  not  be  made. 
Re  Pawhuska  Oil  A  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917D,  947. 

367.  Going  value  should  not  be  based  upon  the  past  deficit  method, 
but  the  fact  that  the  plant  is  a  going  concern  in  successful  operation 
should  be  taken  into  consideration,  in  a  rate  valuation,  without  niak> 
ing  a  separate  allowance  therefor.  Thomas  v.  Jefferson  City  Light, 
Heat,  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  745  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  346). 

368.  In  a  rate  valuation  the  Missouri  Commission  will  consider  the 
plant  as  a  going  concern,  and  take  into  account  the  fact  that  it  is  in 
successful  operation,  but  will  not  make  a  separate  allowance  for  going 
value.  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  679  (S.  C.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161). 

369.  No  specific  allowance  should  be  made  for  going  value  in  a  rate 
valuation,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  to  support  it;  since  the  item  of 
going  c(mcem  is  fully  covered  in  a  valuation  on  the  reproduction  cost 
new,  less  depreciation,  theory.  Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.UJ1.1917D,  17. 

370.  No  separate  allowance  was  made  by  the  California  Commission 
lor  going  value  where  the  only  evidence  of  such  value  was  the  mere 
opinion  of  a  witness;  but  consideration  was  given  to  the  history  and 
present  condition  of  the  company's  plant  and  business  as  a  going  and 
prosperous  concern.  Re  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Corp.  (Cal.)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  717. 

8,  Ascertainment, 

(a)  In  general. 

371.  The  going  value  of  a  utility  cannot  be  ascertained  by  using  a 
definite  percentage  of  the  reproduction  cost.  Re  Racine  Water  (^. 
(Wis.)   P.UJR.1917D,  277. 

(J>)  Hypothetical  or  oomparaUve  plant  method. 

372.  An  allowance  for  going  value  should  be  determined  by  the  'liis- 
torical  method"  rather  than  by  the  "comparative  plant"  unless  special 
reasons  appear  to  require  otherwise.  Briggs  v.  Peaks  Island  Corp. 
(Me.)  P.U.R JL917E,  760. 

373.  An  allowance  for  going  value  should  be  determined  by  the  ''his- 
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torical  method"  rather  than  by  the  "comparative-plant  method."    Rich 
V.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

374.  A  calculation  of  going  value  through  the  comparative  plant 
method  in  a  purchase  case  should  be  given  careful  consideration,  if  the 
utility  is  well  established  and  successful  and  if  proper  assumptions  are 
made.    Re  Racine  Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

375.  The  present  worth  of  the  difference  between  the  net  earnings  of  a 
plant  and  a  hypothetical  similar  plant  reaching  the  earnings  of  the 
present  plant  in  an  assumed  number  of  years  will  not  be  taken  as  the 
going  value  of  a  utility,  sinee  such  method  is  too  speculative.  Greens- 
burg  V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

376.  A  large  claim  for  development  cost  should  be  disallowed  in  a 
valuation  proceeding  where  based  merely  upon  a  theoretical  hypothesis 
of  reproduction  of  the  business,  although  some  allowance  should  be 
made  for  this  element  of  value.  Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

377.  The  allowance  for  development  cost  in  a  rate  valuation  should  be 
such  sum  as  represents  the  reasonable  cost  of  attaching  the  normal  busi- 
ness to  a  plant  reasonably  required  to  serve  the  territory  covered.  Re 
Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1917D,  962. 

378.  In  determining  the  proper  allowance  for  development  cost,  con- 
sideration should  be  given  to  the  history  of  the  utility's  physical  plants 
and  of  its  rates,  results  of  operations,  operating  organization,  and  at- 
tached business;  the  nature  and  size  of  the  territory  served,  growth  of 
population,  and  kind,  number,  and  general  circumstances  of  its  patrons; 
the  general  commercial  conditions  during  the  life  of  the  plant,  and  dur-* 
ing  the  ownership  by  the  present  investors;  the  terms  of  and  condi- 
tions under  which  transfers  of  ownership  have  occurred;  the  financial 
history  of  the  plant;  the  progress  of  the  art,  and  general  attitude  of 
the  public  toward  its  utility  product ;  the  competitive  conditions,  if  any, 
and  all  other  matters  which  in  the  particular  instance  may  have  a 
bearing  upon  the  subject.  Re  Portland  R.  Light  ft  P.  Ca  (Or.)  P.UJL 
1917D,  962. 

(c)  Cost  of  development  of  huainess. 

379.  The  fact  that  expenditures  were  made  for  developing  the  busi- 
ness was  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Oregon  Commission  as  an  ele- 
ment in  fixing  the  value  of  the  plant  for  rate  making,  where  it  was  not 
possible,  from  the  records,  to  compute  the  amoimt  expended  therefor. 
Canyon  City  v.  Consolidated  Electric  Light  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
162. 

380.  A  sum  for  the  development  expense  of  a  water  system,  due  to  the 
abandonment  of  property  upon  purchase  and  consolidation  by  an- 
other system  which  can  alone  furnish  a  proper  nij^ly,  should  be  al- 
lowed to  the  purchaser  in  a  rate  valuation,  whether  it  be  considered  as 
compensation  for  abandoned  property  or  going  value  or  both;  where 
the  cost  of  the  abandoned  property  was  reasonably  incurred  in  good 
faith  in  an  effort  to  find  a  suitable  supply,  and  the  purchaser  in  good 
faith  repaid  to  the  vendor  a  substantial  sum  for  that  expense*  Riefa 
v.  Biddeford  k  S.  Water  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917C,  982. 
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881.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  cost  of  securing  subscrib- 
ers, in  ascertaining  the  value  of  a  telephone  system  for  security  issue 
purposes,  where  the  companies  started  as  small  units  at  a  time  when  ^ 
there  was  a  public  demand  for  telephone  service  and  gradually  grew 
to  their  present  proportions,  and  there  was  nothing  in  the  record  to 
support  the  claim  for  such  an  allowance.  Be  Monroe  Independent  • 
Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917E,  471. 

382.  An  amount  claimed  by  a  telephone  company  for  '^selling  serv- 
ice*' as  part  of  the  cost  of  building  up  the  business  cannot  be  allowed 
in  a  rate  valuation  where  based  upon  the  theory  that  the  state  should 
be  considered  as  without  a  telephone  in  existence,  and  that  it  would  V^ 
therefore  cost  the  company  $4.50  to  secure  each  telephone  subscriber 
obtained  at  the  date  of  the  valuation.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  ft 
Teleg.  fo.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917B,  lOS. 

382a.  An  amount  claimed  by  a  telephone  company  as  a  fair  return 
during  the  six-year  period  of  construction,  in  estimating  the  cost  of 
building  up  the  business,  cannot  be  allowed,  in  a  rate  valuation,  where 
based,  in  part,  upon  miscellaneous  construction  expenditures  and  cost 
of  selling  service  which  the  Commission  does  not  believe  would  be 
made,  where  the  estimated  depreciation  is  unreasonable,  and  where  the 
amount  by  which  it  is  assumed  the  property  will  depreciate  is  consid-  v^ 
ered  as  an  expense  and  is  capitalized.  Re  Moimtain  States  Teleph.  k 
Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

883.  An  amount  claimed  by  a  telephone  company  for  interest  during 
construction  on  expenditures  made  prior  to  the  beginning  of  operation, 
as  part  of  the  cost  of  establishing  the.  business,  cannot  be  allowed  in  a 
rate  valuation,  where  the  amount  is  computed  at  8  per  cent  upon  cer-  v 
tain  alleged  expenditures  all  of  which  have  been  disallowed  by  the 
Commission  in  whole  or  in  part.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  k  Teleg. 
Co.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.19'17B,  198. 

(d)  Early  losses, 

(1)  In  general, 

884.  The  accumulated  deficit  method  throws  some  light  upon  the  go- 
ing value  of  a  utility,  if  accurately  applied.  Re  Racine  Water  Co. 
(Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

385.  The  investment  plus  deficits  basis  of  valuation,  which  is  predi- 
cated on  the  theory  that  a  public  utility  is  entitled  to  earn  a  fair  return 
on  the  amount  of  capital  invested  in  its  utility  business,  and,  in  the 
event  it  fails  to  so  realize  such  return,  the  difference  between  what  it 
would  be  reasonably  presumed  to  be  entitled  to  earn  and  the  amount 
which  it  did  actually  earn,  should  be  added  to  the  amount  it  had  invest- 
ed in  its  property  used  and  useful  in  the  public  service,  is  objectionable, 
for  the  reason  that  it  deals  exclusively  with  the  past  history  of  the  com- 
pany, rather  than  the  present  and  the  future.  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield 
Waterworks  k  Improv.  Co,  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  22. 

386.  The  New  Jersey  Commission,  in  a  rate  valuation,  made  an  al- 
lowance over  and  above  the  depreciated  value  of  the  tangible  property, 
of  a  sum  representing  the  cost  of  the  development  of  the  business,  based 
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upon  estixnatee  of  early  loeses.     Re  Haekensaek  Water  Co.    (N.  J.> 
P.U.R.1917E,  147. 

387.  An  allowance  for  going  value  should  be  made  in  a  rate  valuaticnk 
of  a  natural  gaa  utility  which  has  had  losses  practically  throughout 
its  entire  life  that  have  never  been  compensated  by  excessive  earnings. 
Re  Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  300. 

388.  A  rate  of  return  of  6  per  cent  was  held  sufficiently  high  for  a 
water  company  for  use  in  computing  deficits  in  making  an  allowance 
for  going  value.  Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.Ra917C, 
982. 

389.  An  allowance  for  going  value  should  be  based  on  failure  to  earn 
a  reasonable  rate  of  return,  and  not  the  maximum  rate  which  the 
utility  may  be  permitted  to  enjoy  from  charges  which  do  not  exceed 
the  value  of  the  service.  Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.  (Me.> 
P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

390.  An  estimate  of  going  value  based  upon  accrued  deficits  is  en- 
titled to  no  consideration  where  such  deficits  were  figured  upon  esti- 
mates as  to  investment,  gross  earnings,  and  operating  expenses  which 
were  in  direct  conflict  with  all  the  testimony  in  the  case.  Cover  v. 
Highspire  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P,U.R.1917C,  310. 

391.  The  period  of  operation  at  a  loss  by  the  vendor  should  not  be 
considered  in  deciding  whether  the  vendee  should  be  given  a  going- 
concern  value,  although  the  stockholders  of  the  two  companies  were 
practically  identical,  where  the  terms  of  the  sale  are  not  shown.  Mur- 
chie  V.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

(2)  Where  losses  have  been  met  out  of  earnings, 

392.  A  Commission  is  justified  in  excluding,  as  an  element  of  going 
value,  a  development  cost  based  upon  early  losses,  where  the  evidence 
shows  that  such  losses  have  been  recouped.  San  Joaquin  Light  &  P. 
Corp.  V.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  37  (S.  C.  —  Cal. 
— ,  —  Pac.  — ). 

393.  No  allowance  should  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation  for  the  cost 
of  attaching  business,  which  cost  has  been  charged  to  operating  ex- 
penses, where,  after  allowing  the  operating  expenses,  the  utility  has  not 
failed  to  earn  a  fair  return.  Re  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.  (Mo.)^ 
P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

394.  Very  little  or  no  allowance  can  be  made  for  going  value  in  a 
rate  valuation  where  the  average  net  earnings  have  been  sufficient  to 
yield  an  adequate  rate  of  return  on  the  investment.  Sparta  v.  Monroe 
County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  507. 

395.  An  allowance  for  going  value  should  be  made  in  a  valuation  pro- 
ceeding only  where  the  owners  have  not  already  received  fair  compen* 
sation  for  the  use  of  their  capital  during  a  reasonable  developmeni 
period.    Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  8.  Water  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.19170,  »82. 

vi  396.  A  small  allowance  only  should  be  made  for  going  value  where 
all  the  expenses  of  building  up  the  business  were  paid  out  of  the  ears* 
ings  of  the  plant.    Re  Tipton  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  209. 

397.  No  allowance  for  deficits  from  early  operation  was  made  in  as- 
certaining the  original  cost  of  a  water  system  which  met  its  interest 
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obligations,  paid  average  diyklenda  of  7  per  cent  on  its  preferred  stock, 
paid  dividends  increasing  from  2  to  5  per  cent  on  its  common  stock, 
and  accumulated  a  surplus.  Greensburg  y.  Westmoreland  Water  Co. 
(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

398.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  early  losses  in  an  electric  rate 
Taluation,  where  the  earnings  have  been  sufficient  to  provide  an  average 
annual  return  of  6  per  cent,  a  substantial  surplus,  a  depreciation  re- 
serve, and  for  the  writing  oflf  of  obsolete  property.  Re  Kansas  City 
Electric  Light  Co.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C,  728. 

399.  In  estimating  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  system  no  allow- 
ance was  made  for  going  cost  where  a  tabulation  based  upon  the  orig- 
inal cost  of  the  properties  found  by  the  Commission,  the  actual  operat- 
ing expenses  and  earnings,  and  making  an  allowance  of  7  per  cent  for 
a  fair  return  showed  a  surplus  rather  than  a  deficit.  Ben  Avon  v. 
Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917C,  390. 

400.  No  allowance  for  going  value  will  be  made  in  a  rate  Taluation 
of  an  electric  company  whose  earnings  have  been  sufficient  to  pay  an- 
nual dividends  of  8.14  per  cent  and  to  provide  additions  amounting  to 
more  than  twice  the  original  investment.  Murchie  v.  St.  Croix  Gaslight 
Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  202. 

401.  Additions  to  a  gas  plant,  by  one  who  operated  it  under  an 
agreement  with  the  owners,  should  not  be  included  in  the  investment 
in  determining  whether  an  allowance  should  be  made  for  going  value, 
where  such  added  value  is  considered  in  the  physical  valuation  and  the 
period  of  such  operation  is  included  in  the  whole  life  of  the  utility, 
during  which  average  dividends  of  8.3  per  cent  have  been  paid.  Murchie 
V.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

402.  An  allowance  for  going  value  will  not  be  made  in  a  gas  rate 
valuation  where  average  dividends  of  8.3  per  cent  on  the  par  value  of 
stock  have  been  paid  since  organization,  and  where  excess  earnings 
have  gone  into  the  plant  to  increase  its  value  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
original  investment,  which  was  only  one  half  of  the  par  value  of  the 
stock.    Mttrehie  v.  St  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384. 

403.  No  allowance  for  going  value  will  be  made  in  a  rate  valuation 
of  an  electric  utility  whose  average  annual  return  has  been  nearly  9 
per  cent  on  the  capital  invested,  and  whose  property  has  a  present  rate 
making  value  in  excess  of  such  investment.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

404.  No  allowance  was  made  for  the  early  losses  of  a  water  system 
which  was  built  to  further  real  estate  promotion,  was  constructed  out 
of  all  proportion  to  the  number  of  consumers,  and  which  had  received 
large  donations  for  extending  the  system,  tending  to  minimize  or  elim- 
inate the  losses.    Re  Belvedere  Water  Co.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  210. 

405.  An  amount  claimed  by  a  telephone  company  for  "miscellaneous 
construction  expenditures,"  as  part  of  the  cost  of  establishing  the 
business,  cannot  be  allowed  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  it  is  made  up 
of  general  expenses  which  have  been  allowed  for  in  building  up  unit 
costs  and  of  items  considered  as  operating  expenses  and  borne  by  the 
present  patrons  of  the  company,  and  where  an  unreasonable  amount 
has  been  claimed  for  depreciation.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  & 
Teleg.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


636  VALUATION,  VI.  b,  4,  c. 

(8)  Deficits  after  development  period* 

See  also  Bupra,  83. 

406.  Deficits  occurring  after  a  utility  has  once  reached  a  self-sustain- 
ing basis  should  not  ordinarily  be  included  in  an  allowance  for  going 
value.    Rich  v.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917C,  982. 

4.  Specific  allowances. 

407.  In  fixing  the  rate  base  for  a  utility  having  an  actual  plant  in- 
vestment of  $10,279.40,  there  was  added  $1,720.60  for  ''items  such  as 
'going  concern  value,'  'good  will,'  etc."  Williamston  v.  Williamston 
Illuminating  Co.   (Mich.)   P.U.R.1917C,  121. 

408.  An  allowance  of  $10,872  was  made  for  going  value  of  a  water 
utility  rather  than  $23,650,  the  amount  arrived  at  by  the  "comparative 
plant"  method,  where  it  appeared  that  the  present  owners  and  the  for- 
mer owners  agreed  upon  the  former  amount  as  the  going  value  for  sell- 
ing purposes  after  considering  the  matter  carefully.  Briggs  v.  Peaks 
Island  Corp.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  760. 

409.  A  separate  allowance  of  $300,000  was  made  for  going  value  of 
a  water  utility,  in  fixing  the  reproduction  cost  in  a  rate  valuation, 
where  the  reproduction  cost  new,  including  the  allowance  for  going  value, 
was  found  to  be  $10,406,341,  and  the  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation, 
$9,670,191.    Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  656, 

€.  Franohiaea* 

See  also  supra,  92,  353. 

Stipulation  as  to  value  of,  upon  allowing  consolidation,  see  CoNaOLiDA- 
TiON,  Mergjsb,  and  Sale,  24. 

Discussion  of  valuation  of  franchises  for  ratemaking  purposes, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  915. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  value  of  franchises  in  valmtion  pro- 
ceedings, P.U.R.1917E,  p.  200. 

410.  No  franchise  value,  in  excess  of  the  amount  paid  for  it,  will  be 
allowed  in  New  York  in  a  rate  valuation.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 

^  411.  A  book  item  for  a  franchise  not  representing  an  actual  expen- 
diture cannot  be  included  in  a  rate  valuation.  Croty  v.  Tomah  Electric 
&  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  439. 

412.  No  value  can  be  placed  upon  a  utility  franchise  in  a  valuation, 
for  the  purpose  of  sale.    Re  Stevenot  (Philippine)  P.tJ.R.1917A,  663. 

413.  The  amount  originally  paid  for  a  franchise,  but  not  interest 
thereon,  may  be  included  in  a  municipal  acquisition  valuation  of  a 
gas-distributing  system,  although  the  franchise  may  be  subject  to  for- 
feiture by  the  city  because  of  failure  to  construct  a  generating  plant, 
where  no  forfeiture  has  been  declared  and  no  proceedings  therefor  have 
been  initiated.    Re  Palo  Alto  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  163. 

414.  In  ascertaining  the  fair  value  of  a  telephone  company's  prop- 
erty for  rate  making,  the  Colorado  Commission  allowed  the  sum  of 
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$15,000  to  cover  the  cost  of  acqiiiriug  such  franchises  within  the  state 
as  the  company  owned.  Re  Mountain  States  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co. 
(Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198. 

d.  Bights  of  way,  easeinent8f  etc* 

415.  In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  an  electric  power  company, 
^o  separate  value  should  be  allowed  for  the  right  to  occupy  the  streets 

with  conduits,  poles,  and  wires,  on  the  thecnry  that  this  gives  the  com- 
pany an  easement  of  separate  and  distinct  value;  especially,  where  the 
statute  granting  such  rights  indicates  that  they  are  not  to  be  separately 
capitalized  and  are  to  be  w^ithdravm  without  compensation.  Re  Poto- 
mac Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

416.  Allowance  should  be  maA  for  the  cost  of  acquiring  rights  of 
way  for  pipe  lines  across  private  property,  in  ascertaining  the  repro- 
duction cost  of  a  water  company's  land,  since  it  cannot  be  assumed 
that  such  easements  could  be  acquired  without  expense.  Re  Racine 
Water  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277. 

e.  Contracts  and  leases. 

417.  In  ascertaining  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  water  company,  no 
allowance  should  be  made  for  any'  value  of  its  contract  to  purchase 
water,  where  the  contract  requires  the  purchase  of  minimum  amounts 
which  will  not  be  needed  for  some  years,  and  would  be  more  than  the 
present  demand  if  the  purchaser's  >^atershed  were  developed  to  its  full 
capacity,  and  where  the  vendor  sells  water  to  similar  utilities  at  the 
same  price  without  any  minimum  requirement,  and  sells  water  to  a 
railroad  at  a  leas  price.  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

418.  The  Oregon  Commission  refused  to  allow  a  value  on  a  lease  on  a 
parcel  of  laaad  useful  in  the  public  service  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  the 
low  rental  value,  the  increase  in  value  of  the  property  since  the  acqui- 
sition of  the  lease,  and  the  probable  further  increase  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  lease,  would  probably  more  than  offset  any  positive  value 
in  the  lease  at  the  present  time.  Re  Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  962. 

419.  The  rate-making  value  of  a  natural-gas  lease  depends  upon  the 
amount  of  gas  produced.  Re  Pawhuska  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  947. 

/.  Patent  rights  and  licenses, 

420.  The  coat  of  patent  rights,  even  if  the  patents  hav«  expired, 
should  be  included  in  the  plant  account,  where  the  company  was  re- 
quired to  purchase  such  rights  during  the  early  years  of  its  operation. 
Re  Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917D,  563. 

421.  No  allowance  will  be  made  for  the  cost  of  patent  licenses  in  an 
electric  rate  valuation,  where  the  pataits  have  expired  and  give  no 
substantial  preset  advantage,  and  earnings  have  been  sufficient  to  en- 
able the  company  to  write  off  their  cost.  Moritz  v.  Edison  Electric 
lUuminating  Co.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917A,  364. 
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g.  Water  rights. 

1.  In  general. 

Failure  to  allow  more  than  cost  of  water  rights  in  valuation  proceeding 
as  denying  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  12. 

422.  In  a  valuation  for  rate  making  a  just  and  reasonable  allowance  - 
should  be  made  for  water  rights.     Re  Indianapolis  Water  Co.   (Ind.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  566. 

423.  A  value  placed  upon  the  water  power  rights  of  a  municipal  util- 
ity for  rate  making,  somewhat  in  excess  of  the  amount  paid  therefor, 
was  held  not  to  be  too  low  in  view  of  the  presence  of  transmission  lines 
of  large  hydroelectric  plants  in  the  ticinity  tending  to  diminish  the 
value  of  the  water  powers  owned  by  the  city.  Skogmo  v.  River  Falls 
(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 

424.  No  allowance  was  made  for  water  rights  in  ascertaining  the 
original  cost  of  a  system,  where  the  testimony  to  sustain  the  sum 
claimed  was  both  inconsistent  and  inconclusive,  and  where  the  rights 
were  acquired  to  aid  another  system,  no  charge  being  made  against  the 
system  in  question  until  sometime  afterwards.  Greensburg  v.  West- 
moreland Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 

425.  No  allowance  should  be  made  In  a  rate  valuation  for  a  water 
right,  on  the  theory  that  it  is  a  reserve  and  in  the  nature  of  insur- 
ance, where  it  is  admitted  that  the  present  location  of  the  company's 
wells  and  pumping  plant  is  perfectly  suitable  for  water  supply,  and 
that  such  condition  will  continue.  Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light 
Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1   (S.  C.  4  111.  P.  U.  C.  R.  113). 

426.  No  allowance  for  underground  water  rights  will  be  made  in  a 
water  rate  valuation,  upon  the  theory  that  the  company  has  acquired 
prescriptive  rights,  where  there  has  been  no  use  of  the  water  to  such 
an  extent  or  in  such  a  manner  as  to  make  the  use  adverse  to  the  rights 
of  other  landowners.  Re  Belvedere  Water  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
210. 

2.  Ascertainment  of  value. 

(a)  In  general. 

Discussion  of  problem  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  water  power, 
P.U.R.1917D,  p.  969. 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  water  rights  in  valuation  proceedings, 
P.U.R.1917E.  p.  200. 

427.  In  fixing  the  value  of  the  water  rights  of  a  proposed  utility,  due 
regard  must  be  given  to  the  market  value  of  the  property,  imder  con- 
ditions involving  a  willing  buyer  and  a  willing  seller.  Re  Montgomery 
Hydroelectric  Co.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  224. 

428.  A  utility  is  not  entitled,  in  a  rate  valuation,  to  the  same  value 
for  its  water-power  site  that  would  attach  to  it  if  the  energy  were  ap- 
plied to  a  particular  private  use  located  near  the  plant,  where  the 
energy  necessary  for  the  public  service  can  be  delivered  from  a  cheaper 
source.    Re  Portland  Railway  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R,1917D,  962. 
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429.  In  fixing  the  value  of  the  water  rigfatn  of  a  ntiliiy,  consideration 
mint  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  river  on  which  the  water-power  site 
is  located,  is  under  the  control  of  a  Federal  government,  and  that  t)ie 
water-power  site  may  be  utilized  only  upon  governmental  authority. 
Ke  Montgomery  Hydroelectric  Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917C,  224. 

430.  An  estimate  of  the  value  of  water  rights  based  upon  the  entire 
flow  of  a  stream  for  twenty-four  hours  a  day  throughput  the  entire 
year  cannot  be  considered  conclusive,  where  the  evidence  shows  that 
there  cannot  be  a  continual  use  of  the  entire  flow.  Re  Montgomery  Hy- 
droelectric Co.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917C,  224. 

(b)  Saving  over  steam. 

431.  In  fixing  the  value  of  a  utility's  plant  for  security-issue  pur- 
poses, the  value  of  the  water  power  cannot  be  determined  by  comparison 
with  the  expense  of  operation  by  steam.  Grafton  County  Electric  Liglit 
A  P.  Co.  V.  SUte  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  346  (S.  C.  —  N.  H.  — -,  100  Atl. 
668). 

432.  Water  rights  are  not  necessarily  to  be  valued  by  capilalizin«7 
the  saving  over  steam  power,  since  the  consumers  may  be  entitled  to 
some  of  the  advantages  of  their  favorable  location.  Re  Montgomery 
Hydroelectric  Co.   (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  224. 

433.  Water  powers  capable  of  showing  a  saving  over  steam  powers 
must  be  considered  as  possessing  some  value,  provided  that  there  is 
any  demand  for  such  power,  the  amount  of  such  value  depending  upon 
the  amount  of  the  cost  of  the  steam  power.  Re  Montgomery  Hydro- 
electric Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  224. 

VAI«UE  OF  SERVICE. 

As  factor  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  91,  95, 114-118,  181,  182. 
As  limit  on  theory  of  return  on  fair  value,  see  Return,  37-41. 
Ordering  physical  connection   where  cost  of   service  will   exceed 
value,  see  Service,  277. 

VALUES. 

Apportionment  of  values  between  different  classes  of  service,  see 

generally  Apportionment. 
Apportionment  of  value  of  railroad  property,  see  Apportionment, 

26-27. 
Basis  of  apportioning  values  between  different  departments,  see 

Apportionment,  65-70. 
Of  property,  to  be  considered  in  rate  making,  see  Rates,  91. 
Of  commodity,  us  factor  in  fixing  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  217. 
Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  25-79.  - 

VALVES. 

Installation  of  shut-off  valve  to  prevent  inconvenience  when  re- 
pairs are  made  to  water  mains,  see  Service,  288. 
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VARIABLE  COSTS. 

Apportionment  of,  of  water  company,  see  Afpobtionment,  41. 
Service  charge  to   include  fixed  conaunier  expense  and  variabto 
costs,  see  Batmb,  72. 

VERMOHT. 

Power  of  Commission  to  require  removal  of  high-tension  eleetrie 
lines  to  eliminate  interferenoe  with  telegraph  lines,  see  £leo> 
TRICITY,  3,  4. 

VESSELS. 

See  Steamboats. 

VESTED  BIGHTS. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  authorize  water  companies  to 
abandon  service  where  residents  have  acquired  vested  rights 
to  service,  see  Sei^vice,  27. 

VIADUOT. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  substituting  viaduct  for  grade  crossing, 
see  Cbossings,  28. 

VILLAGES. 

See  Municipalities. 

VIOLATIONS. 

Contention  for  punishment  for  violation  of  Commission  order  not 
entertained  in  absence  of  allegation  in  complaint,  see  Tbial,  3. 

Free  passes  to  public  oflScers  as  compensation  for  fees,  see  Dis- 
crimination, 89,  90. 

VIBGIIIIA. 

Signature  of  application  by  partnership,  §ee  Pleading,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  over  abandonment  of  service  by  utility  as 
affected  by  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporations 
see  Service,  21. 

^ight  of  railroad  corporation  under  laws  of  Virginia  to  abandon 
service  without  notice  to  the  public  and  application  to  Com- 
mission, see  Service,  30. 

Application  of  Virginia  statute  as  to  dissolution  of  corporation  on 
right  of  public  utility  to  abandon  service,  see  Service,  84. 

VOLTAGE. 

Raising  of  voltage  of  transmission  line  as  within  purview  of  N^ 
braska  statute,  see  Electricity,  1. 

VOLUKTABT  PATMEITT. 

Installation  of  shut-off  value  to  prevent  inconvenience  when  rs- 
tion  of  overcharges  for  transportation  of  goods,  see  Rktaia- 
noif,  16. 
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VOLUHTART  RATES. 

Presumption  of  reasonablenets  of,  see  Ratbs,  123,  124. 

VOirCHBBS. 

Considered  in  fixing  yalue,  see  ValuaTiok,  78. 

WA0S8. 

Apportionment  of  wages  of  railroad  employees,  between  freigbt  and 
passenger  business,  see  Appobtionment,  16. 

Basis  of  apportioning  wages  of  telephone  operators  between  differ- 
ent classes  of  service,  see  Appobtionment,  31,  36. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  amount  of  wages  paid  eaplojees, 
see  CoMMissioiTS»  42. 

WAGONS. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of,  see  Depbeoiation,  18. 

WAIVER. 

Permission  to  exercise  municipal  franchise  assuming  to  regulate 
service  not  a  waiver  of  Commission  power  of  regulation,  see 

CfiBtlFICATE  OF   CONVBNIENCE  AND  NeCESSITT,   1. 

Of  utility  of  right  to  make  minimum  charge,  see  Rates,  79. 

WAR. 

Adjusting  rates  upon  the  average  cost  of  coal,  see  Rates,  130-133. 

Advanced  price  of  materials  and  supplies  as  ground  for  increase 
in  freight  rates,  see  Rates,  208,  210. 

Increase  in  8teaml>oat  rates  because  of  high  prices  due  to  European 
war,  see  Rates,  258. 

War  conditions  as  faetor  to  he  considered  in  fixing  amount  of  re- 
turn to  be  earned  by  utilities,  see  Retubn,  42. 

Economic  effect  of  European  war  as  effecting  issuance  of  securities 
for  the  construction  of  raiboads,  see  Secdbitt  Issues,  2,  3. 

Pos^nement  of  construction  of  block  signal  system  and  station 
facilities  during  war,  see  Sebvtce,  182. 

Delay  in  construction  of  station  facilities  during  war,  see  Service, 
195. 

Effect  of  war  conditions  on  requiring  physical  connections  of  rail- 
roads, see  Service,  226. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  unsettled  economic  conditions  arising  out 
of  war  upon  rate  problems,  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  776. 

WAREHOUSS  COMMISSION. 

See  Com MiBsiOKt. 

WARSHOITSIMI. 

Annotation  on  necessity  of  obtaining  certifieate  of  convenience  to 
engage  in  warehouse  business  under  California  statute,  P.U.R.1917E^ 
p.  371. 
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WA8HINOTOH. 

Power  of  CoTnmisBion  to  relieve  street  railway  from  franchifle 
obligation,  see  Commissions,  29. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  street  railway  rates  fixed  by  fraft- 
chise,  see  Constitutional  Law,  41,  42. 

Lower  steamship  rates  to  navy-yard  employees  as  unlawful  dis- 
crimination under  Washington  statute,  see  Di8caiMiNATioit» 
70. 

Power  of  Commission  to  establish  through  rates  on  grain  with 
milling-in-transit  privilege,  see  Rates,  32. 

WASTE. 

Of  natural  gas,  see  Natubal  Gab,  2-4. 

Duty  of  natural  gas  company  to  install  meters  to  prevent  waste^ 
see  Service,  123. 

Discussion  of  objections  to  flat  water  rate  as  permitting  watte^ 
P.UJJ.1917A,  p.  765. 

WASTE  COCK. 

Separate  waste  cock  for  each  consumer,  see  Service,  107* 

WASTEFUI.  COMPETITIOK. 

See  Monopoly  and  Competition. 

WATEB. 

See  also  Ibbigation  ;  Water  and  Wates  Bights. 

Apportionment  of  expenses,  revenues  and  investment  between  dif- 
ferent clasjcs  of  service,  see  Apportionment,  39-54. 

Apportionment  between  water  and  electric  departments,  see  Ap- 
portionment, 63-66. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  pass  upon  validity  of  municipal 
franchise,  see  Commissions,  26. 

Authority  to  sell  water  system  and  issue  stock  in  payment  upon 
condition  of  vendor  securing  satisfactory  franchise,  see  CoN- 
souoATioN,  Merger,  and  Sale,  4. 

Rates  below  cost  of  service  for  manufacturing  purposes  when  higher 
rate  is  charged  for  general  use  as  denial  of  constitutional 
right,  see  Constituttonal  Law,  17. 

r.ight  to  reserve  use  of  irrigation  water  in  conveyance  of  waters 
appropriated  to  public  use,  see  Constitutional  Law,  65. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  annul  discriminatory  contract 
for  use  of  water  entered  into  under  constitution  of  1879,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  56. 

Performance  by  water  company  of  contract  ultra  viree  as  to  Mj, 
see  Contracts,  1. 

Cost  of  relocation  of  water  pipes  as  part  of  cott  of  dinimiiaf^ 
grade  crossing,  see  Crossings,  24. 

Depreciation  of  water  plant,  see  Depreciation,  42-53. 

Assumed  life  of  water  plant,  see  Depreciation,  54. 
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Depreciatioii  because  of  inadequacy  from  failure- to  install  mains 
of  sufficient  capacity  for  reasonable  growth  of  city,  see  Ds- 
PBECIATION,  68,  61. 

Requiring  summer  residents  at  resorts  to  pay  annual  water  rental 
as  discrimination,  see  Discbimination,  6. 

Discrimination  in  water  rates  between  localities,  see  Discbimina- 
TION,  16. 

Discrimination  in  water  rates  against  localities,  see  Discrimina- 
tion, 26. 

Ck>ntract  for  water  for  fire  protection  at  annual  hydrant  rental 
with  provision  for  free  service  after  twenty  years  as  valid 
at  common  law,  see  Discbimination,  41. 

Free  water  to  land  owned  by  irrigation  company  as  discrimination, 
see  Discrimination,  84. 

Discrimination  in  rates,  see  Discbimination  generally,  and  par- 
ticularly 108-110. 

Lower  water  rates  to  summer  consumers  as  unlawful  discrimina- 
tion, see  Di«5cbimination,  109. 

Discrimination  in  service  by  water  utility,  see  Discrimination, 
112. 

Estoppel  from  questioning  validity  of  contract  to  furnish  city 
water  supply,  see  Estoppel,  1. 

Validity  of  municipal  contract  granting  franchise  to  water  com- 
pany, see  Fbanchises,  6-9. 

Statute  authorizing  city  to  contract  for  water  for  public  uses  as 
authorizing  right  to  contract  for  domestic  uses,  see  Municipal- 
ities, 2. 

Right  of  city  to  provide  water  for  itself  and  citizens^  as  limited  by 
action  of  township  prior  to  incorporation  of  city  in  granting 
franchise  to  water  company  to  lay  mains  in  streets,  see  Mu- 
nicipalities, 3. 

Amount  of  discount  for  prompt  payment  of  water  bills,  see  Pay- 
ment, 15,  16. 

Fee  for  turning  on  water  that  had  been  discontinued  for  nonpay- 
ment, see  Payment,  29,  30. 

Corporation  engaged  in  operation  of  water  system  for  compensa- 
tion as  a  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  6. 

Company  furnishing  water  to  water  distributing  company  as  pub- 
lic utility,  see  Pubuc  Utilities,  7. 

Water  company  holding  itself  out  to  furnish  service  to  all  appli- 
cants as  public  utility,  see  Public  Utilities,  7. 

Company  furnishing  water  only  under  contract  as  public  utility, 
see  Public  Utilities,  14,  17. 

Fixing  rates  for  surplus  water,  see  Rates,  3. 

Rates  for  water  for  building  purposes,  see  Rates,  84. 

Flat  rate  for  short  term  water  consumer,  see  Rates,  86. 

Probable  consumption  of  flat-rate  water  consumers  based  on  com- 
parison, see  Rates,  98. 

Rates  for  water,  see  Rates  generally,  and  particularly  289-315. 

Rates  for  irrigation,  see  Rates,  181-186. 

Rate  for  water  used  in  mixing  paving  concrete,  see  Rates,  294. 
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Reduction  of  rates  hi  one  locality  producing  return  Ugber  than 
whole  retunr  of  utility,  eee  Retubn,  21. 

Amount  of  return  for  municipal  water  plant,  see  Rbtubk,  81. 

Returri  allowed  water  company,  see  Retubn,  99-116. 

Service  by  water  c(mipany,  see  Sebviob  generally,  and  particularly 
287-309. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  extension  of  water  mains  for  fire 
protection,  see  Sbbvice,  15. 

Power  of  Nevada  Commission  to  authorize  water  companies  to 
abandon  service  where  residents  have  acquired  vested  rights 
to  service,  see  Se&vice,  27. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  dispute  as  to  amount  of  water 
used  by  utility,  see  Service,  39. 

Duty  of  utilities  to  make  extensions  generally,  see  Sebvice,  56-76 

Right  of  water  company  under  Pennsylvania  statute  to  extend  serv- 
ice into  adjacent  territory,  see  Sebviob,  61. 

Right  of  utilities  generally  to  discontinue  service,  see  Sebviob,  77~ 
99. 

Discontinuance  of  metered  service  where  water  is  furnished  adjoin- 
ing lot  for  building  purposes,  see  Sebvice,  80. 

Injunction  against  shutting  off  city  water  supply,  see  Sebviob,  82. 

Liability  of  water  company  for  discontinuance  of  service,  see  Serv- 
ice, 99. 

Power  of  city  to  contract  for  water  supply,  see  Service,  104. 

Duty  of  irrigation  company  to  conserve  water,  see  Service,  175. 

Right  to  refuse  fire  protection  service  to  unincorporated  villages, 
see  Sebvice,  303. 

Notice  to  consumers  of  intention  to  shut  off  water  supply,  see 
Service,  307-309. 

Valuation  of  system,  see  VALUATioir. 

Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  of  water  mains  laid  under 
government  breakwater,  see  Valuation,  94. 

Ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost  of  water  mains,  see  Valuation, 
94,  95,  97,  104,  106. 

Valuation  of  reinforced  water  mains,  see  Valuation,  250. 

Allowance  for  auxiliary  equipment  and  water  supply  in  valuation, 
see  Valuation,  268-272. 

Valiiation  of  land  used  for  standpipes  and  reservoirs,  see  Valua- 
tion, 304. 

Working  capital  for  water  company,  see  Valuation,  327,  336,  339, 
341-346. 

Valuation  of  contracts  to  purchase  water,  see  Valuation,  417. 

Annotation  on  reduced  rates  to  owners  of  equipment,  P.U.R.1917B, 
p.  313. 

Rules  and  regulations  of  the  Indianapolis  Water  Company,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  p.  626. 

Rules  relative  to  protection  of  fresh  water  when  drilling  or  plug- 
ging oil  and  gas  wells,  P.U.R.IOHF,  p.  365. 

WATER  0L08ET8. 

At  railroad  stations,  see  Service,  194. 
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WATERS  AND  WATER  RIGHTS— WEARING  VALUE.       &I5 

WATEB8  AKD  WATER  BIGHTS. 

Appeal  from  order  grantixig  right  to  erect  dasn,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  4. 

Review  of  order  determining  priority  of  right  to,  see  Apf eal  and 
Review,  9. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  determine  disputed  wat^r  rights, 
see  Commissions,  17,  18. 

Power  of  Wisconsin  Commission  to  regulate  level  of  water  in  dam, 
see  Commissions,  20. 

Power  of  California  Commission  to  compel  landowners- to  per- 
form water-right  contracts  with  irrigation  company  providing 
for  payment  for  priority  of  right  to  water,  see  Commissions, 
23. 

Failure  to  allow  more  than  cost  of  water  rights  in  valuation  pro- 
ceeding as  denying  due  process,  see  Constitutional  Law,  12. 

Commission  fixing  of  level  for  water  as  invasion  of  legislative  or 
judicial  power,  see  Constitutional  Law,  78. 

Effect  of  water  competition  on  railroad  rates,  see  Discbimination, 
21. 

Free  water  to  land  owned  hy  irrigation  company  as  discrimination 
see  Discbimination,  84. 

Adequacy  of  railroad  culvert  required  "to  restore  and  take  care  of 
watercourse,"  see  Railroads,  3. 

Allowance  for  investment  in  water  rights  not  commercially  econom- 
ical, see  Valuation,  247. 

Allowance  in  valuation  for  water  right  held  as  source  of  auxiliary 
water  supply,  see  Valuation,  269,  271. 

Valuation  of  water  rights,  see  Valuation,  422-433. 

1.  The  possession  of  flowage  rights  on  part  of  a  shore  gives  no 
right  to  flood  that  part  of  the  shore  owned  by  others.  Chippewa  &  F. 
Improv.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  748  (8.  C.  164 
Wis.  106,  169  N.  W.  739). 

•  2.  A  prescriptive  right  in  favor  of  a  reservoir  company  which  has 
acquired  its  dams  from  a  logging  company  to  maintain  water  during 
the  entire  year  at  a  level  higher  than  that  fixed  by  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission, is  not  shown  by  proof  that  the  level  was  maintained  during 
the  prescriptive  period  for  logging  purposes  for  only  a  portion  of  each 
year.  Chippewa  &  F.  Improv.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.) 
P.U.R.r917A,  743  (S.  C.  164  Wis.  105,  159  N.  W.  7^). 

WATER  SHED  I^AND. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  271. 

WATERWORKS  ASSOCIATIOIT. 

Membership  fee  in,  as  an. operating  expense,  see  Retubn,  142. 

WATT-HOUR  METERS. 

See  Metebs. 

WEARIKO  VAI.UB. 

Discussion  of  misleading  nature  of  term  'Svearing  value,"  P.U.R. 
3917D,  p.  626. 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 35. 
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646  WEATHEB--WINTER. 

WEATHER. 

As  element  of  depreciation,  see  Defbbciation. 

WEIGHT. 

Of  evidence,  see  Evidence,  6-10. 

WEIX8. 

JuriBdiction  of  New  York  Commission  to  enjoin  amount  of  natural 
gas  taken  from  leased  wells,  see  Commissions,  19. 

Valuation  of  natural  gas  wells,  see  Valuation,  8,  72. 

Investment  in  natural  gas  wells  as  a  capital  charge,  see  Valua- 
tion, 231-237. 

Cost  of  drilling  natural  gas  wells  as  operating  expense  or  capital 
charge,  see  Valuation,  236,  237. 

Rules  relative  to  drilling  and  plugging  of  oil  and  gas  wells,  P.U.R. 
1917F,  p.  344. 

WEST  VIRGINIA. 

Jiu-isdiction  of  supreme  court  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Revow, 

4. 
.  Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  by  municipal  franchise, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  37,  29. 
Policy  of  Commission  as  to  franchise  contract,  see  Constitutionai. 

Law,  47. 
Power  of  Commission  to  disregard  contract  made  between  water 

company   and  consiuners  relative  to   service  connections,   see 

Constitutional  Law,  59. 
Evidence  necessary  to  show  West  Virginia  statutory  two  cent  a 

mile  passenger  fare  confiscatory,  see  Evidence,  8. 

WHARVES. 

Commission  without  authority  under  Massachusetts  statute  to 
require  railroad  to  absorb  transfer  charge  from  one  wharf 
because  absorbing  it  from  a  competing  wharf,  see  Discbihi> 
nation,  11. 

Consideration  of  dock  property  of  railroad  which  has  discontinued 
water  service,  see  Valuation,  246. 

WHOLESAIiE  RATES. 

For  electricity  based  upon  quantity  of  current  used,  see  Rates, 
158. 

WINDOWS. 

Power  of  Mississippi  Commission  to  require  railroads  to  screen  err 
windows  to  protect  health  of  patrons,  see  Cou: missions,  34. 

WINTER. 

Power  of  Commission  to  relieve  street  railways  from  municipal 
franchise  requiring  operation  during  winter,  see  COiramtr- 
tional  Law,  44. 

Discontinuance  during  winter  of  service  which  is  carried  on  at  a 
loss,  see  Service,  92. 
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WIRES  AND  CABLES.  647 

WIKE8  AHB  CABLES. 

See  also  Electricity;  Poles;  Telephones. 

'CoiiBideration  of  electrical  interference  upon  application  for  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  for  high  voltage  electric  tranamiesion 
line,  see  Certificate  or  Convenience  and  Necbssitt,  3,  4,  18. 

Jurisdiction  of  Pennsylvania  Commission  in  passing  upon  approval 
of  municipal  ordinance  authorizing  telephone  company  to  oc- 
cupy streets,  see  Commissions,  5. 

Order  requiring  removal  of  high  tension  electric  poles  to  eliminate 
interference  with  telegraph  lines  as  denial  of  due  process,  see 
Constitutional  Law,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  to  award  damages  to  telephone  for  induction 
from  high  voltage  transmission  line,  see  Damages,  2. 

Elactrical  construction  generally,  see  Electricitt,  6-20. 

Rais'ng  of  voltage  of  transmission  line  as  within  purview  of 
Nebraska  statute,  see  Electricitt,  1. 

Construction  of  the  California  Safety  Law  requiring  reconstruc- 
tion of  electric  and  telephone  lines,  see  Electricity,  2,  7-0. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  interference  by  high  voltage  elec- 
tric lines  with  telegraph  and  telephone  line,  see  Electricity, 
3-4a. 

Power  of  Nebraska  Commission  to  apportion  cost  of  changing  lo« 
cation  of  wires,  see  Electricity,  5. 

Transmission  lines  crossing  or  paralleling  other  lines,  see  Elec- 
tricity, 11. 

Measurement  of  clearances  of  high  tension  wires  in  highways,  see 
Electricity,  13. 

Electrical  interference  between,  see  Electricity  generally,  and 
particularly  14-20. 

Jurisdiction  of  Colorado  Commission  to  order  the  discontinuance 
of  electric  service  on  complaint  of  municipality  that  wiring 
of  building  is  unsafe,  see  Service,  17. 

Allowance  for  pavement  cut  to  lay  conduits,  see  Valuation,  193- 
203. 

Kules  governing  electrical  construction  in  buildings  of  gas  and 
steam  companies,  P.U.R.1917C,  p.  262. 

Tables  showing  sags  of  signal  conductors  for  situations  of  hazard^ 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  888. 

Tables  showing  sags  of  copper  conductors  for  situations  of  hazard,. 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  885. 

Illinois  rules  for  construction  and  operation  of  supply  systems  and 
signal  systems  whose  lines  are  involved  in  parallels,  P.U.R.1917A^ 
p.  878. 

Illinois  rules  for  electrical  construction  for  jointly  used  pole  lines, 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  872. 

Illinois  rules  for  electrical  construction  at  crossings  of  wires, 
P.U.R.1917A,  p.  867. 

Illinois  rules  for  electrical  construction  at  crossings  of  wires  over 
railroad  tracks,  P.U.R.1917A,  p.  862. 
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648  WISCONSIN. 

Illinois  rules  for  electrical  construction  at  crossings  of  wires  under 
railroad  structures,  P.U.R.  1917A,  p.  868. 

Annotation  on  removal  of  poles  and  overhead  wires  from-,  city 
streets  and  construction  of  underground  conduits^  P.U.R.1917D,  p.  473. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  wires  and  cables,  Appeii^dix,  P.U.R. 
1917A,  p.  1142. 

Abstract  of  cases  dealing  with  construction  and  maintenance  of 
wires  and  cables.  Appendix,  P.U.R.1917B,  p.  1158. 

1.  A  municipal  ordinance  requiring  the  removal  of  poles  and  over- 
head wires  from  the  streets,  and  the  construction  of  an  underground 
conduit  system,  is  unreasonable  where  the  investment  required  would 
be  out  of  proportion  to  the  benefits  to  be  derived  and  would  impose  a 
serious  burden  upon  the  utilities  affected.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Kenosha  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  470. 

2.  Rules  governing  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  electric 
wires  on  wood  poles  used  jointly  by  two  or  more  parties  were  adopted 
by  the  Connecticut  Commission  to  be  effective  April  1,  1917.  Re  Stand- 
ards for  Joint  Wood-pole  Line  Constr.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1917C,  938. 

WISCONSIN^ 

Power   of   Commission   to   regulate   level   of   water   in   dam,   see 

Commissions,  20. 
Discriminatory  practices  of  municipal  plant,  see  Discrimination, 

15, 
Discrimination  by  municipal  plant  under  Wisconsin  statute,  see 

Discrimination,  45. 
Reduced  rates  to  stockholders  as  discrimination,  under  Wisconsin 

statute,  see  Discrimination,  48-50. 
Standards  of  electrical  construction,  see  Electricitt,  12. 
Protection    of    switches    on    Wisconsin    interurban    railways,    see 

Interurban  Railways,  1. 
Necessity  of  consent  of  Commission  before  entrance  into  occupied 

territory,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition,  14,  15. 
Power  of  Commission  to  grant  rebate  for  inadequate  service,  see 

Rates,  18. 
Increased    operating    expenses    as    "emergency"    under    Wisconsin 

statute,  authorizing  Commission  to  suspend  railroad  rates,  see 

Rates,  210.  ^ 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  extension  of  service,  see  Service, 

14,  16. 
Power  of  Commission  to  excuse  railroads  from  statutory  duty  of 

installing  telephones  in  depots,  see  Service,  47. 
Duty  of  electric  railway  as  to  use  of  one-man  cars  in  Wisconsin, 

see  Service,  165. 
Duty  of  interurban  railways  as  to  carrying  red  lights  at  night,  see 

Service,  166. 
Duty  of  electric  railways  as  to  speed  at  switches,  see  Service,  167. 
Duty  of  interurban  railway  to  file  time  table  with  Commission,  see 

Sebvicb,  168. 
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WISCONSIN  INDUSTRIAL  COM.— WORKMEN'S  INS.        541> 

Installation  of  pay  telephones  as  compliance  witfi  statute  requiring 

telephones  in  depots,  see  Ssbvice,  198. 
Valuation  of  reinforced  water  mains  imder  Wisconsin  statute,  see 

Valuation,  250. 

wuKsovsnr  nrovsnuEAX.  oommimkmi. 

standards  of  electrical  construction  and  operation  adopted  by,  see 
Electbicity,  12. 

WITHDBAWALS  OR  BETIBEMENT8. 

Rule  of  accounting  for,  under  Uniform  System  of  Accounts,  P.U«R. 
1917F,  p.  451. 

WITNESSES. 

Evidence  of  engineers  and  experts  as  to  value  or  cost,  see  Valua- 
tion, 7-0. 

Of  value  or  cost,  see  Valuation,  7-9. 

Valuation  of  land  by  witnesses  speaking  from  actual  knowledge,  see 
Valuation,  302. 

Opinion  evidence  of  value  of  established  business,  see  Valuation, 
360. 

1.  Upon  the  question  of  whether  the  Railroad  Commissioners  made 
an  order  relating  to  the  carriage  of  freight  by  railroad  carriers  without 
any  evidence  before  them  upon  which  to  base  such  order,  they  may  be 
called  as  witnesses,  and  required  to  testify  whether  in  fact  any  evidence 
was  submitted  to  and  considered  by  them  as  the  basis  for  such  order. 
State  ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.  (Fla.) 
P.  U.  R.1917B,  1023  (S.  C.  —  Fla.  — ,  73  So.  171). 

WOOD. 

Comparison  of  freight  rates  on  wood  and  coal,  see  Rates,  226. 
Joint  railroad  rates  on,  see  Rates,  252,  253. 

WOOD  POLES. 

See  Poles. 

WORKING  CAPITAI.. 

Definition  of,  see  Valuation,  315-318. 

Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  310-349. 

WORKINGMEN. 

Low  rate  to,  as  discrimination,  see  Dicbimination,  69,  70. 

Reduced  interurban  railway  rates  to,  see  Rates,  169. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  practice  of  workmen  boarding 

street  cars  in  dirty  clothes,  see  Sebvice,  51. 
Segregation  of  workmen  in  street  cars,  see  Service,  233. 

WORKMEITS  mSURANOE. 

Charge  for,  in  fixing  cost  of  extension,  see  Valuation,  229. 
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550  WORK  ORDERS--ZONES. 

WORK  ORDmUI. 

Report  for  purpose  of  identifying  capital  ezpendittires,  see  Rx- 
P0BT8,  2. 

YARDS. 

Valuation  of  land  used  in  part  as  pola  yard,  aee  VALUATHOf,  241. 

ZONE  AND  BLOCK. 

System  of  express  rates,  see  Rates,  161. 

ZONES. 

Discrimination  in  interurban  railway  fare  zones,  see  DuscsnoHA- 

TION,  85. 
For  interurban  railway,  see  Rates,  171-176. 
Fare  zones  of  street  railway  lines,  see  Raisb,  267. 
Jurisdiction   of  Commission  over  division  of  telephone  territory 

into  zones,  see  Service,  55. 
Of  telephone  service,  see  Sebvice,  258-264. 
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LIST  OF  APPEALS,  REHEARINGS, 
AND  MODIFICATIONS. 


Arizona. 

Tucson,  C.  A  G.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  18. 

Time  within  which  to  issue  stock  extended  to  December  31,  1917 
(April  24,  1917). 
Yuma  Electric  A  Water  Co.  v.  Johannsen  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  415. 

Order  affirmed  on  rehearing  (December  20,  1916). 

California. 

Alturas  Electric  Power  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  237. 
Form  of  mortgage  approved  (January  31,  1917). 
Utility  authorized  to  renew  note  for  one  year  pending  sale  of  secur- 
ities authorized  for  taking  up  original  note  (March  16,  1917). 
Belvedere  Water  Co.,  Re,  191 7 A,  p.  210. 
Rehearing  denied   (October  4,  1916). 
Boardman  k  Leege,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1001. 

Order  modified  by  striking  out  provision  relative  to  service  of  con- 
sumers outside  municipal  limits  (November  6,  1916). 
Cady,  Re  (abstract)  1915A,  p.  797. 

Authority  granted  to  issue  note  of  $9,000  to  refund  original  note, 

balance  to  be  paid  in  cash  (November  2,  1916). 
Mortgage  to  secure  note  authorized  (December  2,  1916). 
Calistoga  Electric  Co.  v.  Napa  Valley  Electric  Co.   (abstract)   1917C, 
p.  1083. 
Rehearing  denied  (May  14,  1917). 
Central  California  Gas  Co.,  He  (abstract)   1916F,  p.  23. 

Authority  to  issue,  7  per  cent  stock  instead  of  the  6  per  cent  stock 
authorized  in  original  order  (Oct.  10,  1916). 
Central  California  Gas  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917D,  p.  1042. 

Application  to  issue  securities  denied,  it  not  appearing  that  the 
conditions  of  the  original  order  have  been  fully  compiled  with 
(July  21,  1917). 
Citizens  Water  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1005. 

Irrigation  rates  for  water  served  during  the  year  1915  fixed  (March 
6.  1917). 
Coast  Counties  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Sierra  &  8.  F.  Power  Co.  19170,  p.  709. 
Agreement  approved  (April  17,  1917). 
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652  APPEALS,  REHEARINGS,  AND  MODIFICATIONS. 

Corcoran  Water  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1127. 

Order  canceled  and  annulcd  upon  application  of  utility.  Further 
authority  to  sell  $10,000  face  value  of  6  per  cent  first  mortgage 
gold  bonds  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than  91  per  cent  of  face  value 
thereof  (March  31,  1917). 
Order  approving  disposition  of  portion  of  proceeds  of  bond  sale 
(April  27,  1917). 
Death  Vall^  R.  Co.,  Re,  1916C,  p.  f  51. 

Applicant  authorized  to  issue  272  additional  shares  of  stock  (Feb- 
ruary 17,  1917). 
Fontana  Power  Co.,  Re,  1917A,  p.  633. 

Form  of  mortgage  approved  (January  30,  1917;  February  6,  1917). 
Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917E,  p.  1069. 

Sale  price  of  bonds  reduced  from  par  to  96  per  cent  of  face  value 
(September  6,  1917). 
Kings  Lake  Shore  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917F,  p.  608. 

Provision  in  order  authorizing  issuance  of  stock  only  after  deeds 
to  right  of  way  for  the  first  10  miles  of  the  line  shall  have  been 
executed,  eliminated  (September  24,  1917). 
Kings  Lake  Shore  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917F,  p.  607. 

Amount  of  bonds  to  be  secured  by  the  authorized  mortgage  reduced 
from  $500,000  to  $311,000  (August  21,  1917). 
Lindsay  Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1037. 

Form  of  mortgage  approved  (December  13,  1916). 
Lompoc  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916D,  p.  239. 

Time  for  issuing  stock  extended  and  authority  granted  to  issue  60 
shares  of  capital  stock  in  exchange  for  a  like  number  of  shares 
illegally  issued  (May  9,  1917). 
Los  Angeles,  Re,  1916F,  p.  693. 

Order  that  findings  of  value  be  no  longer  of  any  force  or  effect  be- 
cause of  failure  of  city  diligently  to  pursue  its  right  (Decem- 
ber 1,  1916). 
Los  Banos  v.  West  San  Joaquin  Valley  Water  Co.  1916F,  p.  364. 

Order  modified  on  rehearing  by  eliminating  reference  to  installation 
of  meters  and  establishment  of  chlorination  plant  (October  10, 
1916). 
On  subsequent  rehearing,  flat  rate  of  $100  a  month  fixed  for  munic- 
ipal fire  service  (Qecember  6,  1916). 
Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.,  Re,  1917C,  p.  692. 

Additional  sum  of  $2,124.06  found  due  to  utility  under  the  head  of 
miscellaneous  equipment  (March  16,  1917). 
Midland  Counties  Public  Service  Corporation,  Re  (abstract)   1917E,  p. 
1069. 
Authority  to  pledge  $159,000  face  value  of  bonds  to  refund  floating 
debts  and  to  finance  construction  and  installation  of  extensions 
and  betterments  (August  30,  1917). 
Mountain  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916C,  p.  746. 

Authority  to  issue  stock  in  &cchange  for  like  amount  issued  without 
authority   (May  10,  1917). 
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Municipal  League  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  1917A,  p.  486. 

Rehearing  denied  (November  6, 1916). 
Murray,  Re,  1917C,  p.  621. 

R«hearinga  denied  (March  1,  1917;  April  16,  1917). 
Rehearing  on  petition  of  D.  G.  Gordon  denied  (March  27,  1917). 
Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1915E,  p.  827. 

Certain  discriminatory  rates  of  purchased  company  ordered  dis- 
continued (October  18,  1916). 
Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916C,  p.  748. 

Disposition  of  prcceeds  of  bond  issue  authorized  (January  4,  1917). 
Pak)  Alto,  Re,  1917A,  p.  163. 

Rehearing  denied  (October  7,  1916). 
Petaluma  &  S.  R.  T.  Co.,  Re,  191 6C,  p.  779. 

Authority  to  issue  166  shares  of  capital  stock  granted  on  rehearing 
(August  21,  1917). 
Redding  v.  Northern  California  Power  Co.  1916 F,  p.  801. 

Original  order  amended  to  permit  continuance  of  service  to  large 
consumers   and   to   correct   typographical   errors    (October    6, 
1916). 
Robinson  v.  Green  (abstract)  1916F,  pp.  1006,  1061. 

Rehearing  denied  (April  13,  1917). 
San  Anselmo  v.  Marin  Water  k  Power  Co.  1916F,  p.  782. 

Rate  schedule  No.  3  amended  (September  8,  1916). 
San  Diego  Consolidated  Gas  &  Electric  Co..  Re,  191 7 A,  930. 

Schedule  of  rates  for  scries  municipal  street  lighting  established 
(January  18,  1917). 
San  Joaquin  Light  A  P.  Corp.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  23. 

Change  in  disposition  of  proceeds  authorized  (May  28,  1917). 
Santa  Barbara  Teleph.  Co.,  Re,  1917A,  p.  768. 

Conditions  complied  with  and  conditional  order  made  effective  (No* 
vember  6,  1916). 
Sierra  ft  S.  F.  Power  Co.  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1128. 

Supplemental  orders  for  use  of  proceeds  of  a  portion  of  the  issue 
to  cover  capital  expenditures  made  during  December,  1916,  and 
January,  February,  March,  April  and  May,  1917  (May  24, 
1917;  June  11,  1917). 
Order  authorizing  use  of  $60,000  of  the  proceeds  of  the  securities 
authorized  (July  30,  1917). 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1131. 

Order  together  with  order  in  Decision  No.  4403,  dated  July  16, 
1917  (see  Table  of  Modifications  in  P.U.R.1917E),  annulled, 
and  authority  granted  to  issue  at  not  less  than  $88  per  share 
net  to  the  company,  26,000  shares  of  its  capital  stock  of  the  par 
value  of  $100  per  share  (June  21,  1917). 
Southern  California  Teleph.  Co.,  Re,  1917A,  p.  989. 

Stipulations  approved  (April  30,  1917). 
Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.,  Re   (abstract)   1917B,  p.  1127. 

Authority  to  issue  an  additional  $35,000  face  value  of  bonds  to  be 

sold  at  not  less  than  92^   (March  5,  1917). 
iSupplemental  authority  to  issue  $57,500  face  value  of  bonds  to  be 
sold  at  not  les^  than  921  (March  31,  1917). 
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Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917D,  p.  093. 

Final  certificate  issued   (August  1,  1917). 
Southern  P.  Co.,  Re  (Two  Cases)    (abstract)   1916E,  p.  619. 

Orders   extended  to   include   certain   additional   tariffs  containing 
conunodity  rates   (December  12,  1916). 
Southern  P.  Co.  v.  DeLong  (abstract)  1917E,  p.  19. 

Form  of  order  changed  and  application  for  rehearing  denied  (June 
26,  1917). 
Spafford  v.  Fresno  Canal  &  Irrig.  Co.  (abatract)  1916F,  p.  1061. 

Water  utility  ordered  to  supply  all  consumers  entitled  thereto  with 
full  amount  of  water  called  for  by  agreement    (October  21, 
1916). 
Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916C,  p.  751. 

Order  authorizing  the  issuance  of  $18,800  capital  stock  to  be  sold 
at  80,  proceeds  to  be  used  for  organization  and  promotion  ex- 
pense (September  23,  1916). 
Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916E,  p.  273. 

Authority  to  issue  1,000  shares  of  common  capital  stock  revoked 
(July  10,  1917). 
Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Midway  Gas  Co.  1917E,  p.  978. 

Application  for  rehearing  dismissed  (September  24,  1917). 
Western  States  Gas  &  £.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917D,  p.  1044. 

Small  alterations  in  amoimts  to  be  expended  for  various  purposes 
(June  14,  1917;  July  2,  1917). 
West  Riverside  Canal  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1035. 

Authority  to  issue  $350  par  value  of  stock  in  addition  to  the  amount 
heretofore  authorized  (April  25,  1917). 

Colorado. 

Rules  Regulating  Gas,  Electric  and  Water  Service,  Re,  1916F,  p.  851, 
Rule  14  indefinitely  suspended  (March  22,  1917). 

Connecticut. 

Farmington  River  Power  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  964. 

Approval  of  amended  specifications  (December  29,  1916) • 
Torrington  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  978. 

Relocation  of  pole  authorized  (December  28,  1916). 

District  of  Columbia. 

Regulation  for  Electric  Service  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Re,  191fUL, 
p.  527. 
D,  E,  and  F  of  Section  7  of  the  order  amended  (February  27»  1917). 
Union  Transfer  Co.,  Re,  1917A,  p.  225. 

Reproduction  cost  new  fixed  at  $136,461.74,  and  reproduction  cost 
new  less  depreciation  was  fixed  at  $113,592.78  (March  21, 
1917). 
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Idabo. 

Hughes,  Re,  1917D,  p.  359.  • 

Authority  granted  to  purchase  water  in  case  of  shortage  during  the 
season  of  1917  (June  7,  1917). 
Idaho  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916B,  p.  733. 

Increased  rates  authorized  to  be  put  into  force,  it  appearing  that 
the  improvements  contemplated  had  been  made  (June  27, 
1917). 

Illinois. 

Alton  k  E.  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  &  A.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916E,  p. 
83. 
Apportionment  of  cost  of  construction  of  subway  (April  4,  1917). 
Alton  &  E.  E.  R.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916E,  p.  83. 
Method  of  payment  of  cost  changed  on  stipulation  ( April  4,  1917 ) . 
Alvin  Grain  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  926. 

Order  canceled  (Oct.  18,  1916). 
Chicago  k  Interurban  Traction  Co.,  Re,  191 6E,  p   716. 

Order  vacated  and  set  aside,  applicant  company  having  abandoned 
its  business   (November  11,  1916). 
Chicago  k  W.  T.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1915D,  p   1038. 

Authority  to  use  portion  of  proceeds  of  bonds  authorized  as  secur- 
ity for  loan  of  $100,000  evidenced  by  a  note  oi  the  applicant 
company   (July  31,  1917). 
Chicago,  Fox  Lake  k  N.  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  926. 

Order  confirmed  on  rehearing  (January  4,  1917). 
Chicago,  N.  S.  k  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  191 7E,  p.  1060. 

Amount  of  bonds  authorized  increased  to  $940»000  (July  20,  1917). 
City  Water  Company,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1038. 

Change  in  form  of  mortgage  authorized  (December  28,  1916). 
Creel  v.  Farmers  Bushnell  Telephone  Asso.   (abstract)   1917E,  p.  1047. 
Order  modified  with  reference  to  handling  calls  between  the  farm- 
ers' lines  and  subseribers  of  the  eomptainant  (September  26, 
1917). 
Dady  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916E,  p.  84. 
Final  order  for  separation  of  grades  (October  5,  1916). 
Typographical   error   corrected   and   rehearing   denied    (April    17, 
1917). 
Edgewator  Coal  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916E,  p. 
197. 
Reparation  ordered  on  shipments  made  subsequent  to  January  1, 
1914,  with  interest  at  5  per  cent  (December  11,  1916). 
Empire  Telephone  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1139. 

Payment  of  note  authorized  to  be  spread  over  period  of  10  years 
instead  of  3  years  (July  31,  1917). 
Grand  Trunk  Ry.  System,  Re  (abstract)  1915F,  p.  1088. 

On  rehearing,  rates  held  to  be  reasonable  and  certain  pasaengeir 
trains  authorised  to  be  dieeontinued  (February  14,  1017). 
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Illinois  Commission  ex  rel.  McGowan  ▼.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  and 
Sixth  and  Seventh  Ward  Improvement  Apso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  k 
•     S.  F.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916E,  p.  83. 
Order  set  aside  on  order  of  circuit  court  (March  22,  1917). 
Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.   (abstract)   1916F, 
p.  187. 
Crossing  protection  ordered  (June  29,  1917). 
Method  of  crossing  protection  changed  ( September  24,  1917 ) . 
Kinloch-Bloomington  Telephone  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1915D,  p.  1037. 

Authority  to  renew  note  ( March  26,  1917 ) . 
Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  &  Light  Co.  1917B,  p.  1. 

Time  for  installation  of  meters  extended  ( April  4,  1917 ) . 
Authority  granted  to  use  depreciation  fund  for  extensions  and  bet« 
terments   (June  25,  1917). 
Mfdison,  I.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917A,  p.  1070. 
Assignment  of  agreement  approved   (April  4,  1917). 
Miller  v.  Central  U.  Telephone  Ck).  (abstract)  1917D,  p.  1009. 

Rehearing  denied  (September  12,  1917). 
Mississippi  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1915D,  p.  1042. 

Remaining  $65,000  par  value  of  bonds  authorized  to  be  sold  to  net 

not  less  than  92  and  accrued  interest  (January  4,  1917). 
See  also  List  of  Appeals,  Rehearings,  etc.,  in  P.U.R.1916A. 
New  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Re,  1915D,  p.  1024. 

Form  of  exhibit  amended   (November  10,  1916). 
Petition  for  rehearing  by  Clarence  H.  Venner  et  al.  denied  (July 
31,  1917). 
New  York  Central  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917E,  p.  1062. 

Authorization  number  of  equipment  trust  certificates  changed  (July 
17.  1917). 
People's  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1016. 

Part  of  order  of  Commission  of  October  8,  1916,  approving  certain' 
"standard  terms,  rules,  and  conditions,  of  service"  rescinded 
and  set  aside  (November  27,  1916). 
Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1915F,  p.  1083. 

Order  with  references  to  clearances  modified  (April  0,  1917). 
Public  Service  (^.,  Re  (abstract)    1917B,  p.  1089. 

Supplemental  certificate  of  convenience  for  construction  and  opera* 
ticn  of  a  4600-8000  volt  electric  transmission  line  from  La 
Rose  to  Washburn  (April  30,  1917). 
Rockford  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (abstract)   1916B,  p.  429. 

Grade  of  the  street  in  the  subway  as  established  by  above  order, 
changed  (September  12,  1917). 
Rule  for  Overhead  Electrical  Construction,  Re,  1917 A,  p.  843. 
Rules  229,  502-A,  and  705  modified  (February  12,  1917). 
Saline  Electric  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1039. 

Form  and  amount  of  securities  changed   (December  4,  1916). 
Character  and  amount  of  securities  authorized,  changed  (November 
27, 1916).    Clerical  error  in  supplemental  order  corrected  (Jan- 
uary 3,  1917). 
Sdine  Electrio  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1041. 

Form  and  amount  of  securities  changed  (Novsmber  27>  1916). 
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Stanley  v.  Chicago  A  I.  M.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1065. 

Operation  of  special  train  ordered  continued  pending  further  inves- 
tigation (June  29,  1917). 
Western  Illinois  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Prairie  City  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  1916B, 
p.  745. 
Method  of  carrying  on  business  over  the  physical  connection  of  the 
telephone  systems  established   (Jime  15,  1917). 
Wright  Brothers  Light  &  Power  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  967. 

Approval  of  contract  continuing  purchase  and  sale  of  electricity  to 
operate  distribution  systems  in  and  near  Ramsey  (October  1, 
1W7). 

Indiana. 

Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1915E,  p.  107. 

Authority  to  pledge  portion  of  issue  for  not  less  than  75  per  cent 
of  par  value  (June  27,  1917). 
Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1141. 

Amount  of  securities  reduced  to  $137,000;   provisions  restraining 
pledgee  from  selling  bonds  at  less  than  par  eliminated;   and 
provision    inserted   permitting   railroad   company   to   sell   the 
bonds  for  not  less  than  90  (June  22,  1917). 
Commercial  Club  of  Terre  Haute  v.  Citizens  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  lOlGE,  p.  1. 
Slightly  reduced  rates  put  into  eflfect  and  otherwise  application  to 
modify  order  dismissed  (S^tember  29,  1917). 
Ft.  Wayne  Traffic  Bureau  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  S.  W.  R.  Co.   (abstract) 
1916E.  p.  IOC. 
Request  that  shipper  be  required  to  pay  back  amount  of  the  over- 
charge, denied  (May  14,  1917). 
Graham  v.  Indianapolis  &  F.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1067. 

'  Order  modified  by  requiring  improvements  and  protection  at  cross- 
ing (July  14,  1917). 
/ones  V.  Connorsville  Teleph.  Co.  (abstract)  1916E,  p.  1073;  1916F,  pp. 
1016,  1031,  1086,  1107. 
Order  refusing  to  rescind  or  modify  any  part  of  original  ord^  after 
evidence  taken  in  circuit  court  had  been  certified  t<t  Commis- 
sion (Feb.  23,  1917). 
Lyon  A  Greenleaf,  Re  (abstract)  191 7D,  p.  1003. 

Authority  granted  to  sell  electric  light  plant  to  the  Indiana  &  Mich- 
igan Electric  Company,  the  purpose  of  the  proceeding  being  to 
correct  any  error  which  might  have  appeared  in  the  former 
transaction  (July  14,  1917). 
Munster  v.  Pittsburg,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  1917F,  p.  477. 

Reference  to  suit  in  superior  court  stricken  out  and  otherwise  re- 
hearing denied  (October  6,  1917). 
Richmond  Light,  H.  &  P.  Co.,  Re,  1917B,  p.  300. 

Order  reaffirmed  after  certification  to  the  Commivsion  of  additional 
evidence  by  the  Wayne  County  Circuit  Court  (July  30,  1917). 
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Iowa. 

Knox  y.  Davenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1067. 
Ckynstruction  of  subway  postponed  until  summer  of  1918;   other- 
wise petition  for  rehearing  dismissed  (September  22,  1917). 

Ix>aislana. 

Brewer-Keinetadt  Lumber  Ck>.  y.  Alexandria  &  W.  R.  Co.    (abstract) 
1917 A,  p.  lOCo. 
Ord^  modified  so  as  to  increase  rates  from  2  to  3  cents  per  hundred 
pounds  on  shipments  of   hardwood  and  cypress  lumber,  etc. 
(February  9,  1917). 
Clerical  error  with  reference  to  minimum  weight  of  carload  cor- 
rected (March  20,  1917). 
Lake  Charles  Rice  Milling  Co.  v.  Louisiana  W.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  19176, 
p.  1110. 
Order  No.  2067,  dated  January  25,  1917,  reinstated  and  Order  No. 
2075,  dated  February  9,  1917,  canceling  said  Order  No.  2067. 
canceled  and  rescinded  (August  3,  1917). 
Railroad  Commission  v.  New  Orleans.  T.  &  M.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916F, 
p.  959. 
Order  canceled  and  proceedings  dismissed  (February  9.  1917). 
Railroads  Operating  in  State  of  Louisiana,  Re  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1111. 
Railroads  ordered  to  secure  within  a  specified  time  a  specified  num- 
ber of  additional  open-top  cars  for  the  transportation  of  freight 
within  the  state  of  Louisiana,  particularly  the  transportation 
of  gravel  for  good  road  purposes  (July  26,  1917). 
Railroads  West  of  Mississippi  River,  Re  (abstract)  1917A,  p.  1094. 

Order  affirmed  on  application  for  cancelation   (April  10,  1917). 
St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  352. 

Order  canceled  and  service  ordered  restored  (February  9,  1917). 
Order  reaffirmed  on  rehearing  (April  11,  1917). 

Maine. 

Central  Maine  Power  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1042. 

Time  for  exchange  of  certain  stock  certificates  extended    (March 
27,  1917). 
Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  33. 

Change  in  disposition  of  proceeds   (October  13,  1916). 
Eastern  Maine  R.  R.,  Re,  1915A.  p.  211. 

Change  of  location  of  railroad  approved  (August  22,  1917). 
Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.,  Re,  1917F,  p.  478. 

Operation  of  order  suspended  until  further  action    (October  11, 
1917). 
Oxford  Electric  Co.,  Re,  1916D,  p.  619. 

Unexpended  balance  of  proceeds  of  issue  of  securities  ordered  to  be 
.held  in  a  special  reserve  account  to  be  need  only  for  capital 
expenditures  (July  31,  1917). 
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Massachusetts. 

West  End  Street  Ry.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  248. 

Expenditure  of  excess  of  proceeds  of  bonds  authorized  (March  24, 

1917). 
Approval  of  application  of  proceeds  of  former  issues  of  capital 

stock  (August  24,  1917). 

Michlcran. 

Benton  Harbor-St.  J.  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  36. 

Authority  to  issue  additional  bonds  to  par  value  of  $10,600  to  be 
sold  at  not  less  than  90  per  cent  of  par,  proceeds  to  be  used 
in  refunding  treasury  for  expenditures  properly  chargeable  to 
capital  account  (September  28,  1917). 
Detroit  United  Railway  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917A,  p.  1057. 

Mechanical  protection  at  crossing  ordered  (May  11,  1917). 
Method  of  crossing  tracks  of  Detroit  Terminal  Railroad  Company 
on  Hamilton  boulevard  in  Highland  Park  approved   (August 
1,  1917). 
Manistique  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1146. 

Ordered  countermanded  and  canceled  (March  23,  1917).  ■ 
Michigan  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917B,  p.  1146. 

Price  at  which  securities  might  be  sojd  reduced  from  97  per  cent  to 
92  per  cent  (May  31,  1917). 
Michigan  C   R.  Co..  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1148. 

Order  modified  in  certain  particulars  (April  5,  1917). 
Spencer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  37. 

Order  vacated  and  set  aside  and  authority  to  issue  like  amount  of 
preferred  stock  granted  (October  13,  1916). 

Minnesota. 

Becker  County  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.   (abstract) 
1917C,  p.  1079. 
Order  reaffirmed  on  rehearing  (July  3,  1917). 

Missouri. 

Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re,  1916A,  p.  694. 

Passenger  rate  of  2^  cents  a  mile  suspended  and  statutory  rate  of 
2  cents  a  mile  restored  pending  further  investigation  (April 
10,  1917). 
Supplemental  motion  of  the  Lumbermen's  Exchange  of  the  City  of 
St.  Louis,  praying  for  a  rehearing  and  suspension  of  freight 
rates  on  railroad  ties  to  become  eHective  on  June  1,  1917,  as 
per  supplemental  order  in  above  cases  dated  April  10,  1917» 
overruled  (May  14,  1917). 
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Culver  V.  St.  Joseph  &  G.  I.  R.  Co.  1917B,  p.  542. 

Former  order  having  been  set  aside  by  the  court,  the  case  was  dis- 
missed (April  4,  1917). 
Kage  V.  Missouri  Public  Utilities  Company  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1092. 
Order  set  aside  and  specifications  for  construction  of  intake  pump- 
ing station  and  discharge  line  made  (March  9,  1917). 
Kansas  City  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re,  1917C,  p.  17. 
Rehearing  denied. 

Nebraska. 

Cedar  County  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re,  1916E,  p.  467. 

Residence  telephone  rates  increased  15  cents  per  month,  and  farm 
telephone  rates  decreased  10  cents  per   month  on  rehearing 
{July  6,  1917). 
Chicago,  B.  A  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917D,  p.  1027. 

Order  canceled  and  set  aside,  leaving  tariffs  as  they  were  prior  to 
the  order  issued  (July  21,  1917). 
Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1112. 

Time  for  filing  tariff  supplement  extended  indefinitely    (May  26, 
1917). 
Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1113. 

Time  for  restoring  train  service  extended  indefinitely    (May  26, 
1917). 
Monroe  Independent  Telephone  Co.,  Re,  1917E,  p.  471. 

Application  for  modification  of  order  denied  (October  4,  1917). 
Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917D,  p.  1063. 

Authority  to  issue  an  additional  $500,000  of  the  stock  authorized 
in  original  order  (August  11,  1917). 
Newport  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917C,  p.  1098. 

Telephone  company  authorized  to  charge  25  cents  more  than  regular 
rates  where  subscribers  do  not  own  and  maintain  their  own  in- 
stnunents  (June  1,  1917). 
South  Omaha  Live  Stock  Exchange  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co. 
1916A,  p.  1034. 
Order  cancelled  and  complaint  dismissed  upon  a  further  showing 
that  the  rates  of  the  respondent  railroad  were  less  than  those 
on  other  roads  (December  1,  1916). 

New  Hampshire. 

Twin  State  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916B,  p.  578. 

Utility  authorized  to  issue  five-year  gold  debentures  in  place  d  its 
forty-year  first  mortgage  bonis  (June  18,  1917). 
Twin  State  Gas  &  Elec.  Co..  Re,  1917F,  p.  435. 

Authority  granted  for  transfer  of  property  at  price  fixed  by  Com- 
mission (October  2,  1917). 
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New  YoriE,  First  Disirtct. 

Installation  of  Electric  Services  &  Connections,  Re,  191 7B,  p.  435. 

Rules  were  modified  in  various  particulars  among  which  were  the 
amount  of  fee  for  testing  potential  transformers,  insulation  of 
conductors  entering  buildings,  use  of  service  heads,  the  height 
wires  must  clear  buildings,  use  of  circnit  breakers  as  switches, 
use  of  moisture  proof  switches,  etc.,  and  ground  connecti<m3  to 
metallic  piping  systems   (April  11,  1017). 
Manhattan  Bridge  Three  Cent  line  v.  Brooklyn  &  X.  River  R.  Co.  (ab- 
stract) 1916F,  p.  1100. 
Order  modified  so  as  to  permit  the  defendant  company  to  receive 
passengers  between  a  point  in  Manhattan  and  the  Brooklyn 
terminal  of  the  Manhattan  bridge  at  a  fare  of  less  than  five 
cents   (November  29,  1916). 
Order  amending  original  order  as  amended  (February  28,  1917). 
Moritz  V.  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  1917A,  p.  364. 

On  rehearing  a  lighting  schedule  of  8  cents,  6  cents,  and  5  cents,  for 
the  first  two  hours,  the  second  two  hours,  and  for  the  excess 
over  4  hours  average  daily  use  of  the  maximum  rate  demand, 
respectively;   and  power  schedule  of  8  cents,  5  cents,  and  3 
cents  for  the  Hjrnt  hour,  sectrnd  hour,  and  excess  over  two  hours 
of  the  average  daily  use  of  the  maximum  demand  respectively 
was  established  (December  23,  1916). 
New  York  A  Queens  County  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1080. 
Running  schedule  of  railway  modified  (March  14,  1917). 
Order  as  to  the  numb^  of  cars  operated  on  Dutch  Kills  line  modi- 
fied  (August  16,  1917). 
New  York  Consol.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1113. 

Order  modified  so  as  to  permit  employees  to  ride  on  rear  platforms 

of  rear  cars  for  purpose  of  inspecting  tracks  (May  23,  1917). 
Modifying  order  permitting  employee  to  ride  on  rear  platform  of 
rear  cars  sustained  on  a  petition  asking  that  it  be  modified 
so  that  such  employees  would  not  be  required  to  have  badges 
as  well  as  passes  (June  20,  1917). 
New  York  Steam  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1150. 

Authority  to  issue  bonds  in  exchange  for  and  discharge  of  certain 
notes  to  the  amount  of  $355,000  at  not  lees  than  90  per  cent  of 
the  face  value  of  the  principal  thereof,  besides  interest  accrued 
thereon  (September  27,  1917). 
Railroads  k  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  991. 

Periodical  inspection  of  bridges  extended  to  apply  to  all  companies 
having  elevated  structure  (November  22,  1916). 

New  York,  Second  District. 

Buffalo  &  L.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916A,  p.  541. 

Authority  to  continue  the  pledging  of  bonds  under  similar  condi- 
tions for  one  year  from  October  1,  1916  (October  5,  1916). 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 36. 
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Canisteo  Light  k  Power  Co.,  Re   (abstrAct)   1917E,  p.  1074. 

Character  of  equipment  authorized  to  be  purchased  modified  (June 
12,  1917). 
Catskill  Mountain  R.  Corp.,  Re  (abstract)  1917E,  p.  1076. 

Allowance  for  working  capital   increased  from  $5,000  to  $71,000 
(June  12,  1917). 
Cayuga  Power  Corp.,  Re,  1917E,  p.  915. 

Application  for  rehearing  denied  (August  30,  1917). 
Central  New  England  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917C,  p.  1105. 

Application  for  a  reopening  and  rehearing  denied  (March  6,  1917). 
Cliff  Electrical  Distributing  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916B,  p.  578. 

Change  in   disposition   of   proceeds   of   security   issues   authorized 
(March  20,  1917). 
Colliers  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  v.  Oneonta  Light  &  P.  Co.  1917C,  p.  895. 

Rehearing  denied  (March  1,  1917). 
Deposit  Electric  Co.,  Re   (abstract)   1916F,  p.  1C49. 

Accounting  system  of  respondent  company  ordered  adjusted   (No- 
vember 23,  1916). 
Supplemental  order  vacated  (March  6,  1917). 
Geneseo  v.  Geneseo  Gaslight  Co.  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1087. 

Order  vacated  and  annulled  in  so  far  as  it  fixed  the  rates  to  be 
charged  by  respondent  to  its  customers^for  illuminating  gas  in 
the  village  of  Geneseo  (March  1,  1917). 
Jamestown,  Re  (abstract)  1917 A,  p.  1067. 

Fourth  paragraph  of  order  amplified  to  make  the  intent  more  plain 
and  certain  (May  1,  1917). 
Lehigh-Buffalo  Terminal  R.  Corp.,  Re  (abstract)  191 6C,  p.  763. 

Authorization  to  issue  $910,000  face  value  of  bonds  vacated  (March 
28,  1917). 
Long  Island  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916F,  p.  1082. 

Amendatory  order  with  reference  to  the  operation  of  multiple  unit 

trains  (April  26,  1917). 
Order  relative  to  equipment  of  electric  cars  modified   (June  15, 
1917). 
Moore  v.  Pavilion  Natural  Gas  Co.  1016E,  p.  223. 

Determination  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  confirmed  by  the 
Appellate  Division  of  the  Supreme  Court  ( People  ex  rel.  Pavil- 
ion Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission,  Second  Dis- 
trict [1917]  —  App.  Div.  —,  164  N.  Y.  Supp.  866). 
Murray  Electric  L.  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917E,  p.  1074. 

Order  vacated  and  case  reopened  upon  the  records  of  the  Commis- 
sion (May  15,  1917). 
Newburgh  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  362. 
Erie  R.  Co.  ordered  to  establish  switching  charge  of  30  cents  a  ton 
minimum  of  $7.50  per  ear  to  apply  in  connection  with  intra- 
state shipments  (October  11,  1916). 
Rehearing  denied  (November  8,  1916). 

Provision  in  ordering  clause  in  order  of  October  11,  1916,  suspended 
until  December  1,  1916  (November  16,  1916). 
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New  York  &  Q.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1080. 

Change. in  car  schedule  authorized  (May  2,  1917). 
New  York  Central  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1153. 

Modification  of  order  in  reference  to  the  amount  of  trust  certificates 
to  be  issued  (June  12,  1917). 
Otsego  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  257. 

Order  vacated  (October  19,  1916). 
Prospect  Station  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1106. 

Substitution  of  name  of  village  "Mayville"  for  name  of  '^Westfield*' 
(March  20,  1917). 
Randolph  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1151. 

Order  vacated  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  issuance  of  $15,000  par 
value  of  common  stock  (March  1,  1917). 
Ripley  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1081. 

Order  vacated  and  further  hearings  granted  (April  12,  1917). 
Schenectady  Illuminating  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  41. 

Authority  to  issue  bonds  at  90  to  give  proceeds  equal  to  the*  amount 
of  capital  stock  authorized  (October  10,  1916). 
Shelter  Island  6d.  of  Trade  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1916F,  p. 
1066. 
Case  reopened  and  complaint  dismissed  (April  3,  1917). 
Syracuse  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  43. 

Amount  expended,  balance  of  proceeds  transferred  to  Case  No.  5596 
(October  31,  1916). 

Ohio. 

Baltimore  A  O.  S.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1050. 

Authority  to  issue  bonds  canceled  and  authority  to  issue  $3,265,50 D 
of  its  bonds  granted  in  lieu  thereof  (May  28,  1917). 
Cincinnati  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  258. 

Change  in  disposition  of  proceeds  of  securities  (November  10,  1916) . 
Cleveland  A;  S.  Rapid  Transit  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1154. 

Authority  to  pledge  bonds  pending  sale  thereof  (May  19,  1917). 
liima  v.  Lima  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  1916E,  p.  670. 

On  rehearing  reproduction  value  of  property  fixed  at  $768,655,  de- 
preciation at  $91,432.13,  and  the  present  value  at  $677,222.95 
(March  9,  1917). 
Rehearing  denied  (April  4,  1917). 
Sylvania  Home  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Berkey  Farmers'  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  1917C, 
p.  903. 
Rehearing  denied  (May  5,  1917). 
Youngstown  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)  191 6F,  p.  44. 

Authority  to  issue  additional  bonds  given  ( February  26,  1917 ) . 

Oklahoma. 

Ardmore  Oil  Producers  Asso.  v.  W.  &  F.  Oil  Co.  1915E,  p.  156. 

Additional  rule  prohibiting  the  shooting  of  oil  or  gas  wells  in  the 
Healdton  field  established  (April  14,  1917). 
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Brandon  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  CJo.  (abstract)  1916F,  p.  1067. 

Order  modified  to  include  only  trains  m^ationed  in  compjaint  (Octo- 
ber 13,  1916). 

Oregon. 

Bend  v.  Water,  Light  &  Power  Co.  1915F,  p.  913. 

Rates  established  made  applicable  as  maximum  rate  upon  permi«- 
sion  of  utility  (March  6,  1917). 
County  Court,  Re  (abstract)  1917 A,  p.  1060.- 

Railroad  company  relieved  from  installation  and  maintenance  of 
certain  cattle  guards  and  wing  fences  (March  16,  1917). 

Pennsylvania. 

Administrative  Ruling  No.  9,  Re  (abstract)  1915F,  p.  1080. 

Ruling  rescinded  (October  20,  1916). 
Adrian  Furnace  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  191 6C,  p.  883. 

Respondent  permitted  to  publish  proposed  change  in  rates  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  the  statutory  three-year  period   (June  26, 
1917). 
See  also  Table  of  Modifications,  1916A. 
Citizens  Electric  Illuminating  (Ik>.  v.  Jenkins  Township  Electric,  Lights 
Heat  &  Power  Co.  1917D,  p.  14. 
Respondent's  petition  for  rehearing  dismissed,  it  having  applied  for 
and  received  certificate  of  convenience  from  the  Commission 
(July  24,  1917). 
Dexter  Portland  Cement  0>.  v.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  CJo.  (abstract)  1916F, 
p.  85. 
Respondent  railroad  company  authorized  to  file,  post,  and  publish 
new  schedule  of  rates  before  the  expiration  of  the  statutory 
three-year  period  (June  25,  1917). 
Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  1917D,  p.  478. 

On  rehearing,  fair  value  of  property  increased  to  $1,125,000  and 
allowance  for  fair  return  fixed  at  $78,750. 
Iron  City  Sand  Co.  v.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.  (abstract)   1917 A,  p. 
1120. 
Utility  authorized  to  publish  a  proposed  change  in  rates  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  the  statutory  three-year  period    (June  25, 
1917). 
Mahanoy  Business  Men's  Asso.   v.   Lehigh  Valley  R.   Co.    (abstract) 
1916E,  p.  88. 
Order  modified  by  omitting  the  requirement  for  the  oonstmctioa 
of  a  subway  and  protection  for  existing  crossing  ordered  (June 
3,  1917). 
Thayer  v.  Beaver  Valley  Water  Co.  1916E,  p.  962. 
Schedule  of  rates  established  (March  13,  1917). 

South  Dakota. 

Telephone  Cos.,  Re  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  862. 
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Telephone  oompanies  ordered  to  cease  from  impoemg  a  ten-cent 
message  rate  as  an  added  line  charge  on  toll  business  (Octo- 
ber 28,  1916). 


Texas. 

Circular  No.  4910,  Re  (abstract)  191 6D,  p.  354. 

Circular  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5147,  establishing  new  r^ula- 
tions   (June  26,  1917). 
Circular  No.  5060,  Re  (t^bstract)   1917 A,  p.  1125. 

Circular  withdrawn  and  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5115  (March  1, 
1917). 
Circular  No.  5078,  Re  (abstract)  1917B,  p.  1125. 

Circular  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5177   (September  11,  1917). 
Circular  No.  5085,  Re  (abstract)   1917B,  p.  1125. 

Circular  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5180  (September  18,  1917). 
Circular  No.  5131,  Re  (abstract)  1917D,  p.  1034. 

Circular  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5145  and  tariff  provisions  there- 
tofore in  effect  re-established  (June  26,  1917). 
Commodity  Tariff  No.  3B,  Re  (abstract)  1916D,  p.  357. 

Tariff  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5117   (March  1,  1917). 
Commodity  Tariff  No.  9-C,  Re  (abstract)   1916B,  p.  354. 

Tariff  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5117   (March  1,  1917). 
General  Tariff  of  Class  Rates  No.  4,  Re  (abstract)  1917 A,  p.  1123. 

Tariff  canceled  by  Circular  No.  5117  (March  1,  1917). 

Wtoconsin. 

Canton  Social  Center  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  S.  M.  R.  Co.  (abstract) 
1915E,  p.  919. 
Petition  for  the  rescinding  of  order  dismissed  (January  30,  1917). 
Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916E,  p.  69. 

Prior  orders  of  the  Commission   rescinded   and   crossing  ordered 
protected  by  gate  and  warning  bells  (July  3,  1917). 
Citizens  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1916B,  p.  750. 

The  Oostburg  Telephone  Company  ordered  to  install  an  exchange 
at  Hingham  in  Sheboygan  County,  to  which  the  lines  of  the 
other  companies  operating  in  that  vicinity  could  be  attached 
(May  26,  1917). 
Hart  V.  Bureau  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  1916E,  p.  285. 
First  paragraph  of  order  rescinded   (December  16,  1916). 
Houser  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1917C,  j).  1115. 
Portion  of  order  relative  to  operating  Sunday  passenger  trains 
suspended  (July  21,  1917). 
Lancaster  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Plattville,  R.  &  E.  Teleph.  Co.  (abstract) 
1917F,  p.  174. 
Order  modified  by  permitting  respondent  telephone  company  to  re- 
move its  line  to  another  highway  (September  7,  1917). 
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Mill  Street  Crosaing,  Re  (abstract)   1917D,  p.  248. 
Final  order  of  apporti<mment  (April  19,  1917). 
Final  order  of  apportionment  modified   (June  20,  1917). 
Milwaukee  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (abstract)  1915B,  p.  155. 

Certain  features  of  order  interpreted  (March  12,  1917). 
Norway  &  Dover  Drainage  Dist.  v.  Russell   (abstract)   191 6D,  p.  824. 

Order  modified  on  stipulation  of  parties  (August  15,  1917). 
Ottun  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.   (abstract)   1916B,  p.  1054. 

Railroad  company  authorized  to  establish  daily  flag  stop  at  Ded- 
ham  (January  15,  1917). 
Sief  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  1915B,  p.  193. 

Order  suspended  until  further  notice  (July  21,  1917). 
Sparta  v.  Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.  1917C,  p.  507. 

Time   limit   for   discontinuing  toll   charges   extended    (March  20, 
1917). 
Union  Center  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (abstract)   1916E,  p.  89. 

Order  affirmed  on  rehearing   (January  9,  1917). 
United  Commercial  Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  A;  St.  P.  R.  Co.  1917C,  p. 
82. 
Order  amended  to  provide  that  baggage  received  within  24  hours 
prior  to  a  Sunday  or  legal  holiday  and  not  claimed  until  after 
such  Sunday  or  legal  holiday  should  not  be  liable  for  storage 
charges  for  such  Sunday  or  legal  holiday  (January  23,  1917). 
Walsh  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (abstract)   1916F,  p.  1074. 
Apportionment  of  cost  of  spur  track   (February  6,  1917). 
Apportionment  of  expenses  readjusted  (March  5,  1917). 
Weil  &  Sons  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  Ry.  Co.  (abstract)  1917E,  p.  386. 

Order  set  aside  and  rehearing  granted   (July  20,  1917). 
Westfield  v.  Westfield  Milling  &  Elec.  L.  Co.  (abstract)  1917C,  p.  1088. 
Application  for  rehearing  dismissed  upon  application  of  petitioner 
(July  25,  1917). 
Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   1917F,  p.  584. 
Order  adhered  to,  on  rehearing  (October  6,  1917). 
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This  table  after  the  name  of  each  case  gives  (1)  the  volume  and  page 
of  the  report  of  the  case  in  P.U^.,  and  also  any  other  reports  of  the 
same  case;  (2)  a  reference  to  the  place  or  places  where  the  case  is 
found  in  this  Digest.    A  heavy  dash  precedes  the  Digest  references. 

With  the  name  of  each  commission  case  there  is,  in  parenthesis,  an 
abbreviation  of  the  name  of  the  state  or  jurisdiction  from  which  the 
case  comes. 

See  also  additional  table  of  cases  abstracted  not  fully  reported,  post, 
pp.  699-S21. 
A  list  of  Appeals,  Rehearings,  and  Modifications  appears  on  ante,  p«  551. 

Abington  Electric  Co.,  Stevenson  ▼. 

Accurate  Engineering  Co.  v.  Commonwealtli  Edison  Co.    See  Kennedy 

Furniture  Co.  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co. 
Advance  of  Railroad  Freight  Ratet,  Re  (La.)  P.UJK.1917F,  91 — ^rates, 

22,  208,  209. 
Alhambra  v.  Bacific  Electric  R.  Co.    See  Municipal  League  v.  Southern 

P.  Co. 
V.  Pacific  Xeleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1917C,  OSl-^cBserim. 

101;  parties,  1. 
AUsghcny  Valley  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Grece  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  723--<5om- 

missions,  13;  monop.  51,  52;  pub.  util.  27. 
Allen,  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
AUentown-Bethlehem  Gas  Co.,  Runk  v. 
Allied  Associations   v.   Philadelphia   Rapid   Transit  Cc.    (Pa.)    P.UJL 

1017E,  946 — service,  12,  13. 
Alia  Vista  Hotel  Co.,  Colorado  Springs  ▼. 
Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  12 — apport.  58;  rates,  131; 

service,  93. 
Alton-Slater  Water  Co.,  Gilliam  Teleph.  C0.  ▼. 
American  Ezp.  Co.,  Re  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  370-*rate8,  101. 
State  ez  reL  Caldwell  v. 
V.  State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  46  (s.  c.  244 

U.  S.  617,  61  L.  ed.  1362,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  656)— cts.  1;  int. 

com.  22;  int.  com.  com.  1,  2;  orders,  7-10. 
Worm  &  Co.  v. 
American  Gas  Co.,  Seammon  ▼. 

Americus  Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (Ga.)  P.UJt.l917C,  346— return,  173. 
Anderson   v.   Clinton  County  Teleph.  Co.    (Mo.)    P-U.R.1917A,   31 — 

paym.  10;  rates,  55. 
Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  v.  FeUows   (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)   P.UJ1.1917B,  523   (s. 

e.  236  Fed.  387)^-apport.  9;  depreciation,  3;  inj.  4;  return, 

89;  valua.  11,  48,  152,  204,  246,  302,  331. 
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Arizona  Corp.  Commissioii  ▼.  Ariiona  Bastem  R.  Co.   (Ariz.)   P.U.R. 

1917D,  705— ev.  9;  int.  com.  17;  service,  44,  209. 
Arizona  Eastern  R.  Co.,  Arizona  Corp.  Commission  ▼. 
Ashland  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  620 — ^poles,  1,  2. 
AshUbula  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1917D,  790 — ^uat.  gas,  2;   rates, 

68,  91,  187,  188;  return,  33,  35,  85;  Tahia.  264. 
Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  272— apport.  14- 
20,  25,  26;  return,  18,  49,  52,  90;  valua.  71,  80,  126a,  142,  181, 
205,  280,  301,  307,  309. 
T.  Public  Service  Commission   (Mo.  Sup.  Ct)   P.U.R.1917C,  1005 

(s.  c.  —  Mo.  — ,  192  S.  W.  460)^— discrim.  74,  75;  ord^s,  2. 
V.  Railroad  Commission   (Cal.   Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917B,  336    (s.  c. 
173  Cal.  577,  160  Pac.  828)— commissions,  21,  23;    service, 
9,  190. 
Sexton  ▼. 

State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ▼. 

State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ez  reL  Elinois  Division  TravelezB 
Protective  Asso.  v. 
Atkinson,  State  ex  reL  Columbia  Teleph.  Co.  ▼• 

State  ex  reL  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  ▼. 
Atlantic  Coast  Electric  Light  Co.,  Lakewood  &  C.  Electric  Co.  ▼. 
Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs,  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct 
P.U.R.1917B,  949  (s.  c  89  N.  J.  L.  407,  99  AtL  395)— KJonst.  L 
49-51. 
Augusta  Water  Dist.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  053 — ^valua.  45,  229. 
Awarding  of  Contracts,  Re  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  397 — pub.  utiL  3. 
Ayrshire  Coal  Co.  ▼.  Southern  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.UJL1917C,  872 — service, 
179. 

Baber  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  h  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (DL)  P.U.R.1917A,  230 — int. 

com.  16. 
Baldwin  &  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  15— dis- 
crim.  18,  20;   ev.  10;   pL  2;    ratee,  212,  227,  854-256;  rep- 
aration, 6. 
Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.,  National  Tube  Co.  v. 
Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Eastern  Mfg.  Co.  y« 

PubUc  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Bangor  R.  &  Electric  Co.,  Crane  v. 

Jones  V. 
Barker,  Kansas  City,  C.  C.  &  St.  J.  R.  Co.  ▼• 
Barr  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.UJL1917D,  881 — rates,  195a, 

195b. 
BatesvUle  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Tnd.)   P.U.R.1917F,  662*— service)  83,  87. 
Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.,  Re.    See  Boston  Elev.  R.  Co.,  Re. 

Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917A,  889 — secur.  iss.  33. 
Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917C,  554— const.  I  40;  dis- 

crim.  24. 
Re   (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)   P.U.R.1917F,  494 — secur.  iss.  32; 

St.  r.  1. 
Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917F,  855 — rates,  266. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


GASES  DIQESTEP.  569 

BmIb  y.  San  Frandsco-Oaklaod  Temuiial  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.B.1917A, 

814— discrim.  8. 
Belfast  V.  Belfast  Water  Ce.   (Me.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1917A,  313  (s.  c. 

115  Me.  234,  L.R.A.1917B,  908,  98  Atl.   738)— const.   1.  685 

contr.  1;  dbcrim.  41,  134;  estop.  1;  service,  82,  103,  104* 
Belfast  Water  Co.,  Belfast  v. 

Donnan  y. 
BeUeyille,  St  Clair  County  Gas  h  S.  Co.  y. 
Bell  Teleph.  Co.,  Scribner  y. 
Belyedere  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  210 — rates,  292;  return, 

140;  valua.  9,  112,  116,  272,  336,  404,  426. 
Ben  Avon  y.  Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  390 — apport. 

51;  const.  1.  65;  depreciation,  44;  discrim.  1,  16,  43,  119;  rates, 

69,  70,  295,  296;  return.  111;  service,  110;  valua.  60,  74,  84, 

92,  114,  135,  140,  186,  197,  203,  206,  207,  211,  222,  256,  304, 

318,  399. 
Benwood  &  McM.  Consol.  Water  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917D,  460 — 

rates,  50,  313;  return,  112,  118,  132,  152,  157,  163.. 
B^key   Farmers'   Mut.  Teleph.   Co.,   Sylvania   Home   Teleph.   Co.  y. 
Berkshire  Street  R.  Co.,  Huntin^on  y. 
Berry  y.  Oro  Loma  Farms  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.I1.1917F,  631 — pub.  util.  6, 

16,  17;  rates,  183,  186. 
Berwick  &  S.  F.  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1066— -aecur.  isa. 

39,  42;  valua.  160. 
Bethlehem  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917C,  804 — secur.  iss. 

36, 41.  • 

Biddef  ord  &  S.  Water  Co.,  Rich  v. 
Birmingham,  Ex  parte  (Ala.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917C,  667  (s.  c.  —  Ala. 

— ,  74  So.  51)— cert.  1,  3;  commissions^  12;  const.  L  28,  76. 
y.  Southern  BeU  Telei^  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Ala.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  200 — 

commissions,  35. 
31ack  Diamond  Co.,  Schuler  y. 
Bln^eld  y.   Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improy.  Co.    (W.  Va.)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  22— const.  1.  59;  paym.  29;  return,  114,  144;  service, 

72,  302;  valua.  39,  385. 
Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improy.  Co.,  Re.     See  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield 

Waterworks  &  Improv.  Co. 
Bluefield  y. 
Blue  Mountain  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Slate  Belt  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  y. 
Blue  Riyer  Power  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  679— electr.  1,  6, 13. 
Board  of  Education,  Guthrie  Gaslight,  Fuel  &  Improy.  Co.  y. 
Board  of  Railroad  Comrs.  y.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.     See  Railroad 

Comrs.  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co. 
Boone  County  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Farmers  Union  Teleph.  Co.  (HI.) 

P.U.R.1917D,  194— certif.  conven.  16. 
Boonton  Electric  Co.,  Case  y. 
BoonviUe  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  770 — ^return, 

39. 
Booth-Schumaker  Mfg.   Co.  y.  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Lis^t  &  P.  Co. 

(Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  758 — service,  15,  73. 
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Botton  &  A.  R.  Co^  Rt  (Mass.  Pub.  Serviee  Com.)  P.U.R.1017E,  673—* 

service,  204. 
Re  (Maes.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917E,  876 — rates,  27,  M,  63, 

110,  113. 
Botton  h  M.  R.  Co.,  National  Dodc  h  Storago  Warehouse  Co.  ▼. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  y. 
Yeaton  y. 
Boston  h  W.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

833 — urates,  90,  170,  177-179;   return,  61,  79. 
Boston  Eley.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917A,  326— 

service,  235,  236. 
Re.    See  Re  Brockton  &  P.  Street  R.  Co. 
Martin  y. 
Botts  y.  Brookfield   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  224  (s.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  a 

R.  631) — return,  81. 
Boyle,  Rowland  y. 

Bradley  y.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  98— discrim.  19. 
Bradley  Beach  v.  Monmouth  County  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

602 — paym.  30;  rates,  78,  84;  service,  58,  69,  80,  108,  132,  184, 

137,  304. 
Brant  y.  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dtst.)  P.UJL1917A,  83— 

commissions,  19. 
Brid2;eton  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  206— rates,  132. 
Brings  V.  Peaks  Island  Corp.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  760-^epreciation,  48; 

discrim.  6;  return,  8,  66,  103;  valua.  93,  182,  166,  288,  372, 

408. 
Brockton  &  P.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.UJL1917C, 

968 — service,  239. 
Bronx  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917D,  777 — apport. 

65;  orders,  6;  procedure,  2;  rates,  101;  return,  14,  36;  valuA. 

62,  79. 
Brookfield,  Botts  v. 

Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917B,  326 — serv- 
ice, 228,  238,  241-244,  246-248. 
Brosnan  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.UJt.l917F,  684— -com- 
missions, 31. 
Buffalo  &  L.  E.  Traction  Co.,  Shunk  y. 
Burke  v.  New  York  Edison  Co.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917Q  61 — 

service,  81,  101. 
Burlington  Sewerage  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917D,  766---rates,  267. 
Burlington  Traction  Co.,  Westdm  TJ.  Teleg.  Co.  y. 
Byron  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Winnebago  County  Teleph.  Co.  (UL)  P.U.R.1917B« 

1060 — monop.  44. 

California  Adjustment  Co.,  Southern  P.  Co.  y. 

Canyon  City  v.  ConsoUdated  Electric  Light  Co.  (Cr.)  P.U.R.1917C,  162 

—depreciation,  26;  rates,  14;  return,  38;  valua.  262,  370. 
Carriers  Operating  in  Oklahoma,  Re  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  684 — urates, 

240. 
CamthersyiUe  h  K.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1012— electr.  14,  15. 
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CaM  ▼.  Boonton  Ekctric  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  698 — discrim.  130; 

paym.  25. 
CaTite,  Re  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917D,  882 — rates,  268. 
Cayuga  Power  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1917E,  916— certif. 

conven.  6,  24,  26;  consol.  13;  monop.  33. 
Cebu  Tranap.  Co.  r.  Sanches   (Philippine)   P.U.R.1917F,  145— monop. 

7. 
Central  Development  Asso.  v.  Sonthem  P.  Co.    See  Municipal  League  ▼. 

Southern  P.  Co. 
Central  Germantown  Ave.  Business  Asso.  ▼.  Philadel^ia  Rapid  Transit 

Co.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,  982— const.  1.  43;  service,  231. 
Centralia  Traction  Co.,  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  y. 
Central  Illinois  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  894 — valua.  68,  99. 
Chamber  of  Commerce  y.  St  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

695^8ervice,  226. 
CiwMipeafce  h  0.  R.  Co.>  Be   (W.  Va.)    P.U.R.1917D,  152 — apport.  1, 
10-13,  21-23;  ev.  8,  11;  valua.  73. 
T.  Public  Service  Commission  (W.  Va.  Sup.  CU)  P.U.RJ.917A,  104 
(8.  c.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  89  S.  E.  844) — ^int.  com.  18;  return,  24a; 
service,  209a. 
ChOMipeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  965— oonst.  1. 

39,  47;  rates,  270. 
Chicago  V.  (TConnell   (111.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E,  730   (s.  c.  278  111. 
691,  116  N.  E.  210)— const.  1.  4,  22,  66$  inj,  2;  mun.  plant, 
1;  service,  4. 
Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917E,  748-— commissions,  33. 
V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Ind.  Sup.  CH.)  P.U.R.1917B,  870  (s. 
c.  —  Ind.  — ,  114  N.  E.  414) — service,  222. 
Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  303 — ^monop.  2,  3. 
Clemens  v. 
V.  Dougherty  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  617  (s.  c.  —  S.  D.  — , 

163  N.  W.  716)— const.  L  6,  7;  prohib.  1;  service,  6. 
Ocha  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  r. 
Oconto  Co.  ▼. 

State  Public  Utilities  Commiasion  ez  reL  American  Sand  Co.  v. 
Vaughn  Mfg.  Co.  v. 
Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.,  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ez  rel. 

MitcheU  ▼. 
Chicago,  R  di  Q.  R.  Co.,  Northweatem  Grain  Dealers  Asso.  ▼. 
Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917F,  221 — ^int.  oom.  7. 
Commercial  Club  r. 
Martin  v. 
RaamuaacB  r. 

▼.  State  PubUc  UtiUties  Commission  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
816  (B.  c,  24£  U.  S.  333,  61  L.  ed.  341,  37  Sup.  a.  Rep.  173) — 
int.  com.  14. 
United  Commercial  Travelers  v. 
Western  Retail  Lumbermen's  Asso.  ▼. 
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Chicago,  R.  L  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re.    See  Atdiison,  T.  &  S.  F.  E.  Ck>.,  B«. 
Barr  v. 
Brosnan  ▼. 
Poettgem  r. 
Wynn  v. 
Chicago  Tele^.  Co.,  Fulton  ▼. 

V.  PosUl  Teleg.  Cable  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  383— certif.  conveiL 

13. 
Chippewa  &  F.  Improv.  Co.  y.  Railroad  Commission   (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917A,  743  (s.  c.  164  Wis.  105,  159  N.  W.  739)— kwb- 

misgions,  20;  const.  1.  78;  ev.  5;  waters,  1,  2. 
Chippewa  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917A,  299 — monop. 

40,  41. 
Choctaw  Power  &  Li^^t  Co.,  Foster  v. 
Cincinnati  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio)  P.UJR.1917A,  425— rates,  26. 

Re  (Ohio)  P.UJ1.1917A,  719 — rates,  26. 
Citizens  Coal  Co.  y.  Mountain  States  Tel^i^.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Utah)  P.U.IU 

1917F,  882 — service,  252,  253,  268-270. 
Citizens  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  y.  Jenldna  Twp.  Electric  Light,  Heat^ 

&  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  14— certif.  conven.  14. 
Citizens  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  791 — rates,  163. 
City  Wator  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.UJL1917B,  624— ^pport.  54;  const.  1.  71; 

depreciation,  49,  54;  rates,  296;  return,  102,  107,  162;  valua. 

174,  183,  201,  341,  359. 
Ciyic  Center  Asso.  y.  Railroad  Commission  (Gal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJE1.1917E, 

697   (8.  c.  --  Cal.  -— ,  53  Cal.  Dec  845,  —  Pac  — )^-cro88ing8, 

12. 
▼.  Southern  P.  Co.    See  Municipal  League  v.  Southern  Pac.  Co. 
Ciyic  League  y.  St.  Louis  Water  Dept.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  576  (s.  c. 

4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  412)— const.  1.  17;  discrim.  5,  29,  30,  64-67; 

estop.  2;  rates,  36,  37,  67. 
Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  577— depre- 
ciation, 29,  32,  33,  62;   retuni,  84,  126;   valua.  8,  43,  49,  7^ 

117,  235,  236,  283,  330,  364. 
Clemens  Horst  Co.  y.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F^ 

893  (s.  c.  —  Cal.  — ,  166  Pac.  804)— cert.  2. 
Clemens  y.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  337 — service, 

86. 
Clem  Lumber  Co.  y.  St.  Louis  h  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  879 

— service,  180. 
Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Baber  r. 
Preston  y. 

Syracuse  &  H  R.  Co.  ▼. 
Clinton  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Anderson  ▼. 
Coaldale  v.  Panther  Valley  Water  Co.    See  Hayes  v.  Panther  Valley 

Water  Co. 
Coast  Counties  Gas  h  E.  Co.  v.  Sierra  &  S.  F.  Pow^  Co.  (CaL)  P.UJl. 

1917C,  709 — monop.  36-38;  service,  144. 
Cceur  D'Alene  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (Idaho  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  348   (8.  c.  29  Idaho,  608,  160  Pac  751) — aj^.  18,  31, 

32;   return,  131;  service,  26,  255,  266. 
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Cole  y.  XisMttri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  )P.U.H.1917B,  417  (».  e.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R 

230) — ^int.  com.  20,  21;  service,  201. 
Colliers  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  889 — 

f ranch.  4;  monop.  4. 
V.  Oneonta  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  896 — ser^'. 

ice,  7. 
Colorado  Springs  v.  Alta  Vista  Hotel  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1017D,  272 — 

commissions,  22;   service,  17. 
Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  385 — 

apport.  57,  67-69;  rates,  137;  return,  37,  69,  76,  150;  valua. 

12,  131,  141,  145,  149,  151,  168,  179,  182,  365. 
Manitou  v. 
Cownereial  Qub  r.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (8.  D.)  P.U.R.1917B,  983 

^-const.  1.  24;  parties,  4;  service,  35,  36,  223-225;  valua.  215. 
▼.  Terre  Hante,  L  &  E.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  743— de- 
preciation, 19;  discrim.  56;  return,  64,  120,  170;  valua.  274. 
V.  Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.  (Okla.)  PJJ.R.191TC,  38S — service,  41,  162. 
Commiasios's  Investigation  of   Class  Rates,  Re.     See  San   Francisco 

Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Southern  P.  Co. 
Com.  ex  rel.  Kelly  v.  Southern  R.  Co.  (Va.)  P.U.R.lt)17F,  703— discrim. 

89,  90. 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.,  Re  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917A,  665— -reparation,  4. 
Accurate  Engineering  Co.  v. 
Homer  h  Co.  r. 
Kennedy  Furniture  Co.  y. 
Commonwealth  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  548 — rates,  4,  290. 

service,  114;  valua.  69. 
Concord,  M.  db  H.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917E,  59 — rates,  24, 

265,  268;  return,  15,  92,  136. 
ConsoHdated  Electric  Light  Co.,  Canyon  City  ▼. 
Cook  V.  Public  Service  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  53 — paym.  19. 
Copeland  Ore  Sampling  Co.  v.  Midland  Terminal  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R. 

1917P,  182— const.  1.  20;  rates,  217;  reparation,  10,  11. 
County  Court,  Re  (Or.)  P.U.U.1017E,  86— crossings,  1. 
County  Road  No.  664^  Re  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917A,  88— crossings,  10. 
Cover  V.  Hij^spire  Water  Co.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917C,  310 — retu  n,  113, 

129;  valua.  390. 
Crane  v.  Bangor  R.  &  Electric  Co.    See  Jones  v.  Bangor  R.  &  Electric 

Co. 
Craumer  v.  Sinking  Spring  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1047 — rates, 

311. 
Croty  V.  Tomah  Electric  &  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  439— de- 
preciation, 16,  24;  discrim.  127;  return,  4,  72,  125;  valua.  411. 
Culver  V.  St.  Josei^  &  G.  L  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.RJ917B,  542  (s.  c.    4  Mo. 

P.  S.  C.  R.  381) — service,  18,  24,  32,  185-189. 
Cunningham  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.    See  Oreensburg  v.  Westmore- 
land Water  Co. 
Curtis  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917A,  674— discrim.  99;   rates, 

271;   return,  96;  service,  118. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


674  CASES  DIGESTED. 

DakoU  Cent  Tekph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.)  P.UJEt.l017E,  786 — intercorp.  rd. 

9. 
Mttbank  ▼. 
Danciger  &  Co.,  Davis  ▼• 
Haxen  ▼. 
Hillix  y. 
Roach  T. 
DarneU  v.  Edwards  (U.  8.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  64  (s.  c  244  U.  S. 

564,  61  L.  ed.  1317,  37   Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  701)— ^procedure,  3; 

return,  48,  172. 
Davenport's  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (Mass,)  P.U.R.1917E,  66 — service,  168,  169. 
Davis  V.  Danciger  &  Co.    See  Roach  v.  Danciger  &  Co. 

V.  Pennsylvania  6aa  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJL1917F,  611 — int. 

com.  5. 
Death  VaUey  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  642 — seour.  iss.  18. 
De  Ealb-Sycamore  Electric  Co.,  Kennedy  v. 
Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Tallman  v« 
Delaware  &  H.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.UJR.191TA,  715 — service.  If, 

31,  96. 
Delivery  of  Surplus  Water,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  399— 4iscrim.  lOS; 

service,  306. 
De  Long  V.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  982— commissions, 

32. 
Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  196 — apport  24;  ev.  6; 

rates,  60,  204,  219,  220,  225. 
Denver  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.,  Ratner  v. 

Denver,  L.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  ((Jolo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  744 — service,  28,  90. 
Denver  Tramway  Co.,  East  Denver  Bosiness  &  Property  Aaao.  ▼. 
De  Tienne,  Smith  v. 
Detroit,  Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v. 

Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v.  Detroit.    See  Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v.  Michigan. 
V.  Michigan   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1010   (s.  c.  242  U.  a 

238,   61    L.   ed.   268,   37   Sup.   Ct.   Rep.   87)— app.    6;    const. 

1.  53,  54. 
Denel  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Mortenson  v. 
Dillonvale  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Finley  v. 
District  Ct.,  State  ez  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v. 
Doan  V.  Farmen  &  M.  Co-op  Telei^.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  381 — 

commissions,  38. 
Dobson  V.  Kensington  R.  Co.    (Md.)    P.U.R.1917F,  102— discrim.  94; 

intercorp.  rel.  5;  lease,  3;  rates,  58,  66. 
Dorman  v.  Belfast  Water  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  824— const.  1.  69;  mu- 
nicipalities, 2. 
Dougherty,  Chicago,  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  v. 
Drumright  Ice  &  L^ht  Co.,  Drumright  Theater  Co.  v. 
Drumright  Theater  Co.  v.  Drumright  Ice  h  Li^t  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  295— rates,  143;  service,  120. 
Dunkirk  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.)  P.UJL1917F,  606^-^retiim, 

23. 
Duquetne  Light  Co.,  Whitcomb  v. 
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Eaat  DeA¥«r  BsdneM  &  Property  Asao.  ▼.  Denrer  Tramway  Co.  (Colo.) 

P.UJ1.1917C,  206 — commissioDfi,  9;  pi.  1. 
Baatem  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Bangor  &  A.  H.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.RJ917E,  847— dis- 

<;riiiL  12,  21-23;  rates,  228. 
Baatem  Poaaaylvania  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Pine  QfYt  Blaetric  Light, 

Heat  &  P.  Co.  y. 
Ulridi  y. 
Baatem  Tezaa  R.  Co.  y.  Railroad  Commiesiott  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)    P.UJl. 

1917F,  564  (8.  c.  242  Fed.  300)^ — inj.  5,  6. 
Baat  St.  Lonia  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Redmon  y. 
Baat  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Theresa  TJ.  Teleph.  Co.  y. 
Edison  Electric  lUnminating  Co.,  Morita  y. 

Realty  Superyislon  Co.  y. 
Eel  River  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Whitley  County  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  810— -discrinh  98,  104;  rates,  285;  service,  284. 
Electrical  Interference,  Re    (Iowa)    P.UJEL1917B,  800 — certif.  conven. 

3,  4,  18;  electr.  11,  16,  18-20. 
Electric  Light  h  Power  Rates,  Re  (Ua.)  P.U.B.1917E,  721 — discrim. 

2,  26,  120;  rates,  11. 
Electric  Railways,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJEt.l917D,  263 — interurb.  r.  1-3;  serv- 
ice, 165-168. 
Elevator  Mfrs.  Asso.  y.  New  York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y 

Ist  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  152 — service,  147,  148. 
Emigration  Canyon  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah)   P.UJt.l917F,  464 — procedure. 

8;  service,  23,  78,  85. 
Erie  R.  Co.,  Tmck  Gardcsers  v. 
Estelline  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,  151 — apport. 

36-38,  59-62;  depreciation,  41;  discrim.  105;  paym.  3,  13. 
EvansviLe  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Yaser  y. 
Eyanaville  Tele^  Co.  y.  Okaw  Vall^  Mat  Teleph.  Asso.  (Ul.)  P.U.R. 

1017D,  730 — pub.  utU.  22. 
Excelsior  Laundry  Co.  y.  ViniU  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917C,  301 — 

rates,  13. 
Ezchrnge  h  Return  of  Coal  Cars,  Re  (111.)  P.UJR.1017C,  724 — service, 

210. 

Faixyiew  Transp.  Co.,  Re  (III.)  P.U.B.1917E,  44 — service,  20,  25,  89. 
Farmers  &  H  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Doan  y. 
Farmers  Independent  Telei^.  Line  No.  71,  Pearce  v. 
Farmars  Mut.  Tdeph.  Co.,  Re   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917C,  171— commissiona, 
5;  nionop.  39. 

Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  836 — discrim.  49. 

y.  Kinlech  Long  Mst  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  245 — ^pub. 
uta.  21. 
Farmers  Tele^i.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  7 — monop.  24,  26. 

Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  118 — rates,  272;  return,  121,  169. 

y.  Saline  Mut.  TeleiA.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.Ra917C,  881 — ^pub.  util.  19. 
Farmers  Teleph.  or  Switchboard  Co.,  Plymouth  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Farmers  Union  Telei^  Co.,  Boofle  County  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  y. 
Fellows,  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  y. 
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Fei^Ktuon  ▼.  WMt  St.  Louis  Wstof  It  Llgkt  Co.    See  Pine  Lawa  t. 

West  St.  Loais  Water  &  Light  Co. 
Fife- Wayne  Fatmers  Tele^  Co.,  Roby  v. 

Fifth  Ave.  Coach  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917F,  58T — autos.  1. 
Ffoley  ▼  Daiomrale  &  S.  R.  Co*  <Ohio)  P.UJLIOITF,  548 — pub.  utiL 

2;  service,  218. 
First  Nat.  Bank  y.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  90  (8.  c.  81  Or.  SOT,  150  Pac.  661) — inj.  8. 
Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.,  State  ez  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v. 
Fontana   Power  Co.,  Re    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917A,  6d3«— eommissions,  17; 

rates,  10. 
Ford,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  253— Ksertif.  conven.  17a. 
Ft.   Point   Channel   Accident,  Re    (Mass.   Pub.   Senrioe  Com.)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  535 — service,  54,  230. 
Ft.  Supply  Teleph.  it  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Pioneer  Tele^.  &  Tdeg.  Co.  (Okla.) 

P.U.R.1917A,  188 — monop.  1;  tr.  3. 
Ft.  Wayne,  C.  &  L.  R.  Co.,  New  Castie  ▼. 
Foster  ▼.  ChocUw  Power  &  Light  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1017C,  368 — mtt- 

ice,  64,  67,  71. 
Fostoria  Chamber  of  Commerce  ▼.  Tolede  &  0.  C.  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.UJL 

1917F,  341 — service,  207. 
4-C  Teleph.  Co.  ▼.  Helmer  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917D,  197«— K^tif.  conyen.  15; 

pub.  util.  18. 
Frankfort  y.  Utica  Gas  It  B.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt)  P.U.R.1917E,  900— 

const.  1.  34;  rates,  74. 
Franksyille  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  270'*^epreeiation,  2; 

rates,  120,  280;  service,  117. 
Fredonia  Natural  Gaslight  Co.,  Re.    See  South  Shore  Natural  Gas  & 

Fuel  Co.,  Re. 
Free  or  Reduced  Rate  Teleph.  Seryice,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  597— discrim.  9,  36. 
Freeport  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dtst.)  P.U.R.1917C,  155— -commissions, 

28;  const.  1.  44;  service,  92. 
Fresno  Traction  Co.  y.  Saa  Joaqnin  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJL1917E, 

253 — discrim.  61. 
Fulton  y.  Chicago  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  527 — service,  40. 
Fulton  Light,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.  y.  Onmby  Pulp  ft  Paper  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d 

Dist.)  P.U.R.1917A,  76 — ^franch.  2;  pub.  util.  13. 

Oaleton  y.  Potter  Gas  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  464— rates,  189;  servke, 

102. 
Garden  City  y.  Garden  City  Teleph.  Light,  ft  Ifffg.  Co.  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.) 

P.UJt.l917B,  779  (8.  c.  236  Fed.  693) — return,  26,  60;  valua. 

85. 
Garden  City  Tde^.  Light,  ft  Mfg.  Co.,  Garden  City  y. 
Gamer  y.  Tulsa  Ice  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  613— discrim.  31,  32. 
Georgia  R.  ft  Power  Co.,  Re  (Ga.)  P.UJt.l917C,  348 — eecmr.  iss.  5,  14, 

21. 
Gilliam  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Alton-Slater  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  P.UJ(.1917A,  351 

— electr.  4a. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


tJASBS  DIGEOTED.  677 

Olnrt  T.  Girard  Water  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  366— commlssicns,  45. 

Gbaa^  Water  Co.,  Girard  ▼. 

Goldfield  ConsoL  Water  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commissioii  (U.  8.  Dist. 

Ct.)  P.UJt.l917A,  686  (s.  c.  —  Fed.  —)— const.  I.  19;  depre- 
ciation, 63;  return,  100;  valua.  20. 
OnftOBy    Se    (Mass.    Pub.    Service    Com.)    P.UJt.l917B,    406-— rates, 

260,  267. 
Grafton  Comity  Electric  Li|^t  &  P.  Co.  v.  SUte  (N.  H.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  345  (s.  c.  —  N.  H.  — ,  100  Atl.  668) — app.  23;  vahia.  60, 

64,  75,  128,  217,  279,  361,  431. 
Granby  Pulp  &  Paper  Co.,  Fulton  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  v. 
Grand  Rapids  Live  Stock  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  S.  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  310 — discrim.  51;  rates,  239. 
Grand  River  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1032— commissions,  27, 

37;  service,  3,  22,  88. 
Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  478 — service,  182,  183. 
Grant  v.  Ohio  Electric  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  779 — service,  211, 

212. 
Great  Northern  R.  Co.,  Hubbard  v. 
Lende  v. 

Railroad  Comrs.  v. 
Range  Sand  Lime  Brick  Co.  f; 
Schain  V. 
State  V. 
Great  Western  Power  Co.,  Re  ((^1.)  P.U.K.1917P,  669— commissions,  2; 

discrim.  113;  monop.  19,  20.   • 
Pacific  Gas  k,  E.  Co.  v. 
Greco,  Allegheny  Valley  Street  R.  Co.  t. 
Oreensburg  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.K.1917D,  478 — ap- 

port.  49,  50;    depreciation,  61;    rates,  100;    return,  106,   137, 

142,  151,  156;  valua.  32,  56,  87,  88,  95,  115,  130,  138,  157,  163, 

166,  176,  180,  188,  192,  202,  248,  249,  261,  267-269,  291,  317, 

345,  346,  375,  397,  417,  424. 
Greentop  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P,U.R.1917C,  42  (s.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C. 

R.  622)— crossings,  8,  23. 
Gridley  Land  &  Irrig.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  646 — urates,  62,  184. 
Grossheim  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  ft  Light  Co.     See  Pine  Lawn  v. 

West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co. 
Groth  V.  Manitowoc  &  W.  Teleph.  Co.    See  Morrill  v.  Wisconsin  Teieph. 

Co. 
Gtdf ,  T.  ft  W.  R.  Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission.    See  Eastern  Texas  R*  Co. 

V.  Railroad  Commission. 
Guthrie  GasHi^t,  Fuel  ft  Improv.  Co.  v.  Board  of  Education  (Okla.  Sup. 

Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  200  (s.  c.  —  Okla.  —,163  Pac.  128)— discrim. 

33,  39;  rates,  8. 

Hackensack  Water  Co.,  Whittakor  t. 

Backentadc  Water  Co.^Ratea,  R«  (N.  J.)  P.n.R.1917E,  147-*-a|ipoit. 

41,  43-45;  depreciation,  47;  rataa,  72;  return,  109;  vmlua.  350^ 

386. 

P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 37. 
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H«cke2iMd(  Water  Co.— S«ndof,  fie  (N.  J.)  P.UJ&J»17£,  X66^^-pi^fm 

32;  service,  69,  75,  130,  133,  138,  130,  290,  293,  294,  998.       -> 
Hall,  State  ex  leL  Boyle  ▼. 
Hamer  v.  West  Lebanon   (Ind)   P.UJE1.1917B,  377-— commiseions,  26; 

franch.  6-9. 
Harrison  County  Hut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Worth  Mat.  T^eph.  Co.  (Ho<> 

P.UJ1.1917A,  34 — apport.  2. 
Hartel,  Re.    See  Southern  Pennsyhraoia  Traction  Co.  v.  Hartd. 

Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Co.  v. 
Hayes,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Ck>m.)  P.U.R.1917B,  923 — diacrim.  122; 

service,  199. 
V.  Panther  Valley  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  217 — ^paym.  28; 

service,  99,  107,  109,  113,  116,  124,  125,  131,  309. 
Hazen  ▼.  Dancigex  &  Co.    See  Roadi  v.  Danciger  &  Co. 
Heisen,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  644 — urates,  308;  return,  41;  service.  111. 
Helena  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Orpheum  Theater  v. 
Heliner,  4-C  Telepfa.  Co.  y. 
Highland  Taleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.UJL1917F,  8d3 

— secur.  iss.  35. 
Highspire  Water  Co.,  Cover  v. 

Hillix  V.  Danciger  &  Co.    See  Roach  v.  Danciger  Jt  Co. 
Hirsh  V.  Plainfield-Union  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.UJL1917F,  38 — ^paym. 

31;  service,  39. 
Hobart,  Re  (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  888 — crossings,  6. 
Home  Tebph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re.    See  Pacific  Teieph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re^ 

Re.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917E,  260— discrim.  77. 
Hooper  &  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  997 

(s.  c.  —  Cal.  — ,  166  Pac.  689) — app.  9. 
Homer  &  Co.  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.    See  B^ennedy  Furniture  Go^ 

v.  Commonwealth  Edison  (IJo. 
Howell  V.  Public  Service  Commission  (W.  Va.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917A, 

268  (s.  c.  —  W.  Va.  — ,  90  S.  E.  105)— app.  4. 
Hubbard  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.   (Minn.)   P.U.R.1917C,  240 — urates, 

244. 
Hughes,  Re  (Idaho)  P.UJ1.1917D,  369— pub.  util.  5;  return,  80;  service, 

175;  valua.  6. 
Huntington  v.  Bericshire  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  917 — service,  229. 

Illinois  C.  R.  Co.,  Mississippi  R.  Co.  v. 

Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  816 — flectr.  te. 
49.      ' 

IlUncis  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re  (lU.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  494 — ^real  est.  1,  2; 
valua.  22,  46,  53,  55. 

Illiopolis  Farmers  Grain  Co.  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.  (Bi.)  P.U.R.1917E,  843-^ 
discrim.  114. 

Imperial  Teieph.  Co.,  Re.    See  PaciSc  Teieph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.,  Re. 

Independent  Bz^wertea  Co.  v.  StXowa,  L  M.  ft  8.  R.  Go.  (Mo.)  PJUJt 
1917D,  109  (B.  c  4  Mo.  P.  6.  C.  R.  d20)--*disertm.  91;  pro- 
cedure, 12;  rates,  47. 
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iBdcpendtmt  Teleg.  ^  Ttteph.  Co^  Mb  (HI.)  F.U.B.1917A,  dSS^-Appori. 

28;  depreciation,  40;  discrim.  107,  125;  returp,  94. 
Indianapolis  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  566— const.  1.  67;  de- 
preciation, 43;  return,  108,  149;  valua.  2,  28,  35,  104,  158,  20$, 

238,  242,  259,  308,  409,  422. 
ladian  Cseek  Telepb.  Co.,  le  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  533— ^intercorp.  reL 

8;  pub.  util.  23;  rates,  46. 
InspectiMi  of  Electric  Installation,  Be  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917F,  14B — 

rates,  138. 
InstaUaUon  of  Electric  Services  &  MetM:s»  Re  (K.  Y.  let  Dist)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  436 — service,  129. 
Interborough  Rapid  Trattsit  Co.,  Public  Service  Com.  t» 
Intenirban  R.  Co.,  Rossman  v. 
Iroquois  Natural  Cras  Co.,  Brant  v. 
Irwin  V.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.     See  Greensburg  v.  Westmoreland 

Water  Co. 

Jacoby  v.  Pittsburgk  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  443 — rates,  48. 

Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat,  k  P.  Co.,  Tliomas  v. 

Jenkins  Tvp.  Electric  Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.,  Citizens  Electric  lUumanat- 

ing  Co.  V. 
Jones^v.  Bangor  R.  &  Electric  Co.  (Me.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  818 — urates,  176. 
Jordan  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917A,  182-*commis- 

sions,  44;  service,  42,  200. 

Kalbac*,  Ro  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  P.iy.R.1917B,  523 — return,  5. 

Kansas  City,  C.  C.  &  St.  J.  R.  Co.  v.  Barker  (U.  S.  Dist  Ct.).  P.U.R. 

1917F,  456  (9.  c.  242  Fed.  310) — rates,  194a. 
Kansas  City  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)   P.UJL1917C,  728 — apport 

3;  depreciation,  1,  8,  20;  jdiserim.  28,  81,  82;  paym.  8;  rataSr 

09,  114,  144, 154,  155, 157, 160;  return,  62;  valua.  16,  19,  31,  61,, 

82,  8C.  96,  186,  311,  349,  351,  363,  393,  398. 
Kansas  City  Heating  Co.,  Re.    See  EAnsas  City  Electric  light  Co.,  Ri^. 
Kansas  City  Li|^t  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  17 — secur.  iss.  44. 
Kearney  Teleph  Co.,  Re   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917D,  402— -depreciation,  40a; 

paym.  10a;  rates,  272a,  274a;  return,  93a. 
Kennedy  v.  De  Kalb-Sycamore  Electric  Co.  (111.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  288 — ap^ 

port.  70;  rates,  73,  76;  return,  91,  146;  valua.  3. 
Kennedy  Furniture  Co.  v.  CommonweaUh  Edison  Co.  (111.)  P.U.K.1917P» 

'  81 — rates,  32;  reparation,  2,  7,  14;  service,  163. 
Kenosha,  Wisconsin  Gas  &  E.  Co.  ▼. 

Wisconsin  Tele^.  Co.  ▼. 
Kensington  R.  Co.,  Dobson  v. 
Kent  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917A,  261 — appori.  53;  at^ 

preoiation,  45;  discrim.  42;  rates,  306;  return,  116. 
Re  (Ohio)  P*U.R.1917D,  394 — urates,  117;  rehearing,  1. 
Kinloch  Long  Distance  Teleph.  Co.,  Farmers'  Mut  Teleph.  Co.  t« 
KUtery  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  12— ^onsel.  6;,lea&^ 

1,2. 
'        Re  (Me.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  669 — secur.  iss.  19. 
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Kohner  t.  Mt.  Vernon  Farmert  T^^h.  Co.  (Mhm.)  P.UJL1917E,  88&— 
parties,  5. 

la  Fais^,  Wood  v. 

Lake  Bluff  ▼.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.   See  Winnetka  ▼.  North  Shore  Gas  Co. 

Lake  Hemet  Water  Co.,  Re  <Cal.)  P.U.R.1017A,  458— oonst.  L  61;  pA. 

util.  8,  30;  rates,  116;  service,  105;  vaiua.  240. 
Lakewood  ft  C.  Electric  Co.  ▼.  Atlantk  Coast  Electric  Lisht  C«.  (N.  J.) 

P.U.R.1917A,  696 — monop.  13. 
Landon  v.  Pnblic  Utilities  Commission  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917A,  120 

(s.  c.  234  Fed.  152)^-con8t.  I.  20;  cts.  4,  6;  estop.  3, 4;  inj.  3,  7; 

int.  com.  4;  pi.  6;  proc.  1;  service,  62. 
La  Porte  Teleph.  Co.,  Northwestern  Indiana  Xoleph.  Co.  v. 
LatU  ▼.  Medicine  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.UJ1.1017E,  050> — discrim. 

52;  service,  60,  76,  115. 
Lawton  Ref.  Co.  v.  St  Lonis  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.ILiai7F,  690 — 

const.  1.  16;  service,  43,  213. 
Leavenworth,  Leavenworth  City  &  Ft.  L.  Water  Co.  ▼. 
Leavenworth  ft  T.  R.  Co.,  Re.    See  Atchison,  T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re. 
Leavenworth  City  ft  Ft.  L.  Water  Co.  v.  Lewvenworth  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  433  (s.  c.  —  Kan.  — ,  166  Pac.  234) — tr.  6, 
Lebanon  Teleph.  £zch.,  State  Pnblic  Utilities  Commission  ▼•        ^ 
Lehigh  Nav.  Electric  Co.,  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.  ▼• 
Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  DeLong  v. 
Lehigh  Valley  Transit  Co.,  Love  v. 

Lende  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  <Minn.)  P.U.R.1917A,  540— ^service,  49. 
Lewis  V.  Washington  Rente  (Wash.)  P.U.R.19170,  328 — discrim.  70. 
Lilbonm  Special  Road  Dist.  v.  St  Lonis  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  316— —commissions,  16;  crossings,  7,  16,  27;  stat.  4. 
LImoneira  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Gal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917D,  183 

(8.  c.  —  Gal.  — ,  162  Pac  1083)-~commissions,  18;  const.  1. 

66,  56;  pub.  util.  24. 
Lincoln  v.  Lincoln  Water  ft  Light  Co.  (III.)  P.U.R.1017B,  1  (s.  c.  4  lU. 

P.  U.  C.  R.  113) — apport.  39,  6S-66;  d^reciation,  6,  15, 2d.  48; 

discrim.  47,  62,  80;  rates,  145,  153,  301,  302,  315;  return,  44, 

46,  67,  100,  119,  141,  148,  148,  164,  171;  valua.  30,  36,  37,  47, 

68,  108,  109,  144,  169, 178,  169,  198,  219,  226,  227,  258,  282,  303. 

310,  320,  339,  342,  360,  426. 
Lincoln  Water  ft  Light  Co.,  Re  (HI.)  P.U.R.1017E,  102 — ^ratos,  86. 

Lincoln  v. 
Linden  Teleph.  Co.,  Vogt  v. 
Lockport  Gas  ft  E.  L.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917F,  866 — acctg. 

2;  consol.  23. 
Lockport  Lii^t,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.,  Re.   See  Lockport  (Us  ft  B.  Ia  Co.,  Re. 
Long  Island  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R.1917G,  1019 — apport.  27; 

coiist.  1.  63;  discrim.  35;  rates,  29,  30,  194;  return,  16, 17,  87. 
Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  41— crossings,  24. 
Re.    See  Regular  Democratic  Organization  v.  Long  Island  R.  Oo. 
Regular  Democratic  Organization  v. 
Sag  Harbor  v.  * 
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Los  Angdes,  R«  (C&l.)  P.UJt.lOJl7A,  454~.pL  4. 

v.  Pacific  Electric  S.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  679 — rate^  259,  262- 

264. 
▼.  Southern  Calif oinia  Gaa  Co.    See  Los  Angeleg  Gas  &  E.  Orp.,  Re. 
Los  Angeles  Gas  Ife  B.  Corp.,  So  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  144— ^lectr.  7,  8. 
Re  (Oal.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  717-— depreciatipa,  63;  rates,  77,  125,  162, 
165;  return,  47,  75;  valua.  41,  81,  266,  370. 
Uve  Y,  Lehigh  Valley  Transtt  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.Ra9170,  385 — apport  ^; 

service,  169,  172,  173. 
Luse  C0.9.  Jferriman  ▼. 
Lycoming  Edison  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  73 — service,  37,  50. 

McCall,  Peoi^o  ex  reL  New  ^ork  &  Q.  Gas  Co.  v. 

McConnellsbnrg  ft  Ft.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  457— consol.  14. 

McCormick-Saeltzer  Co.  ▼.  Southern  P.  Co.    See  San  Francisco  Chajasber 

of  Commerce  v.  Southern  P.  Ck). 
Mclntire  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  792 — serv- 

ice,  258. 
lladeza  Canal  &  Ixiig.  Co.,  Re  (Gal.)  P.UJt.l917F,  642— comniissionfl, 

23;  pub.  utiL  15;  rates,  33,  181,  182,  185;  return,  133. 
Mahoney  ft  Swanson,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1017E,  904— erossings, 

16. 
Maine  C.  R.  Co.,  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Main  Line  Stone  Co.  v.  PhiUdelphia  ft  W.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

70 — service,  2^0,  221. 
Manchester  ft  N.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917A,  255— deprecia- 
tion, 28;  rates,  169,  174;  return,  78;  valua.  13. 
Manitou  v.  Colorado  Springs  Light,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.  (Cola)  P.U.R.1917F, 

437— rates,  135,  186;  reparation,  1. 
Manitowoc  ft  W.  Teleph.  Co.,  Groth  v. 
Manor  v.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.    See  Greensburg^  v.  Westmoreland 

Water  Co. 
Maplewood  v.  West  St.  Louia  Water  ft  Light  Co.    See  Pine  Lawn  v. 

West  St.  Louis  Water  ft  Light  Co. 
Marin  Municipal  Water  Dist.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  692 — ^mun.  plant, 

2-7. 
Martin  v.  Loston  Elev.  R.  Co.  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917D, 

929 — service,  53,  232. 
V.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  883 — rates,  28, 

57,  96,  216. 
Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Serviee  Com.) 

P.U.R.1917A,  331 — rates,  127,  168,  175;  return,  10,  77,  123  j 

valua.  64-67. 
Re  (N.  H.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  860— diaerim.  85;  rates,  173;  return,  9; 

valua.  63. 
MaT:dlin  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  ft  Light  Co.    See  Pine  Lawn  v.  West 

St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co. 
Medicine  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Latta  t. 
Merriman  v.  Luse  Co.   (Gr.)   P.U.R.1917P,  244— const.  I  68;  discrim. 

84;  rates,  115. 
Michigan,  Detroit  United  R.  Co.  ▼• 
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Michigan  R.  Commission,  lfichis:aii  State  T«lepli.  Co.  t. 

MldUgan  State  TdeplL  Co.  v.  Michisati  K.  Commistion  (Midi.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.UJ1.1917C,  356  (8.  c.  —  Mich.  — ,  161  N.  W.  240)— app.  26; 

const.  1.  27;  er.  2;  service,  34,  276. 
Midland  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Copland  Ore  SamfAins  Co.  ▼. 
Kfdway  Gas  Co.,  Valley  Natnral  Gas  Co.  ▼. 
Mihm  V.  New  Jersey.    See  Sutton  v.  New  Jersey, 
mibank  v.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.I917C,  808— com- 
missions, 11;  parties,  3;  proc.  2. 
V.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  <S.  D.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  871— const.  L 

46;  estop.  5;  rates,  263. 
MOes  V.  People's  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1917F,  175  (s.  c 

—  Wis.  — ,  163  N.  W.  662)— discrim.  48;  paym.  27;  rates,  273; 

return,  128. 
Ifilford  &  D.  Stieet  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

508 — ^return,  42. 
MillTitte  Gaslight  Co.,  Ite  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  529 — sale,  1;  secur.  iss. 

26. 
nUwaukee,  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.19170,  97 — rates, 

210. 
Misronting  Shipments,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  726 — reparation;  9. 
Mississippi  Railroad  Commission  v.  Mobile  &  0.  R.  Co.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917E,  791  (s.  c.  244  U.  S.  388,  61  L.  ed.  1216,  87  Sup. 

Ct.  Rep.  602)— const.  1.  21;  service,  79. 
T.  Mobile  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Miss.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  216  (s.  c  — 

Miss.  — ,  75  So.  778) — app.  17,  24|  inj.  1. 
Mississippi  R.  Co.  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (Miss.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R1917E,  73 

(s.  c.  113  Miss.  828,  74  So.  676)— commissions,  34. 
Mississippi  VaUey  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.)   P.U.R.1917B,  368 — const.  L 

33;  depreciation,  38;  discrim.  106,  123,  128;  paym.  6. 
Missouri,  K.  ft  T.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  45  (s.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  8. 

C.  R.  537) — rates,  64. 
Re.    See  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re. 
Missouri  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.)   P.U.R.1917D,  749 — reorganization,  1; 

secur.  iss.  45. 
Re.    See  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re. 
Cole  V. 

State  ez  ret  Nebraska  State  R.  Co.  v. 
Moberly  v.  Pryor  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  425  (fe.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  296) — 

commissions,  43;  const.  1.  30;  crossings,  2,  26. 
Mobile  ft  0.  R.  Co.,  Mississippi  Rafiroad  Commission  v. 
Mointor  Warehouse  Co.  ▼.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917A,  721 — pro- 
cedure, 1. 
Monmouth  County  Water  Co.,  Brattey  Beach  t. 
Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.,  He.    See  Sparta  v.  Monroe  County  Teleph. 

Co. 
Sparta  ▼. 
Monroe  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917E,  471— valua. 

102,  286,  333,  381. 
Montgomery  Gas  Co.,  Re   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917C,  924— const.  1.  60; 

paym.  9;  return,  32,  86, 138,  160;  valua.  237. 
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Kontgomery  Hydroelectric  Co^  Re  (III)  P.U.R.1917C,  224— discriin. 
37;  monop.  6;  valua.  52,  427,  420,  430,  432,  433. 

Morsui's  L.  &  T.  R.  &  S.  S.  Co.  ▼.  Railroad  Commission  (La.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.UJ1.1917B,  893  (8.  c  140  La.  354,  72  So.  993) — app.  11. 

Merits  ▼.  Edison  Electric  muminating  Co.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
364 — apport.  4;  commissions,  6;  depreciation,  13;  discrim. 
54,  56,  79,  126;  procedure,  7;  rates,  49,  119,  134,  146,  147,  151, 
152,  158;  return,  20,  65,  73,  145,  165;  service,  141,  142,  154; 
valua.  17,  25,  111,  124,  143,  155,  209,  223,  225,  263,  324,  326, 
334,  403,  410,  421. 

Morrin  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  339 — ^rates,  107, 
282,  287,  288;  service,  260. 

Mortenson  ▼.  Deuel  Connty  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917A,  571 — 
monop.  11;  service,  283. 

MornUin  SUtes  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917B,  198— de- 
preciation, 12,  37;  discrim.  33;  procedure,  10;  return,  2,  3,  11, 
25,  27,  45,  53,  57,  97,  153,  155,  164,  166;  valua.  21,  44,  76,  90, 
91,  121,  125,  134,  136,  153,  162,  196,  299,  300,  315,  319,  323, 
325,  332,  353,  354,  382-383,  405,  414. 
Pe  (Ariz.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  248— dUcrim.  102,  103. 
Citixens  Coal  Co.  v. 

Mt  Konocti  Light  &  P.  Co.  Re  (Gal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  160— electr.  2,  9. 

Mt  Union  v.  Mt  XTnion  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  933  (s. 
c  256  Pa.  516,  100  Atl.  968) — app.  7,  33;  rates,  291. 

Mt.  Union  Water  Co.,  Mt  Union  ▼. 

Mt  Vernon  Fanners  Teleph.  Co.,  Kohner  v. 

Municipal  Leagne  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  486— cross- 
ings, 11;  procedure,  13. 

Monster  v.  Pitteburg,  C.  C.  k  St  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.n.l917F,  477 — 
crossings.  5. 

Mnrchie  ▼.  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917B,  384— depreciation, 
27;  discrim.  58,  83,  129;  rates,  97,  118,  122;  return,  1,  55; 
valua.  113,. 253,  313,  328,  352,  355,  391,  401,  402. 
T.  St  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  (Me.)  P.tJ.R.19irD,  202 — apport.  71;  de- 
preciation, 21,  22;  ev.  4;  return,  6,  13,  54,  53,  68;  valua.  38, 
lia,  218,' 310,  337,400. 

Murray,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  521— depreciation,  60,  discrim.  112; 
rates,  3;  return,  167,  168;  service,  287,  305;  valua.  216a,  2i0, 
243,  244,  260. 

JKMonal  Docik  dt  Storage  Wanhons*  Co.  v.  Boston  ft  M.  R.  Co.  (Mass. 

Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  863  (s.  c.  —  Mass.  — ,  116  N.  E.  544) 

—discrim.  11. 
Sational  TitW  Co.  v.  Baltimore  ft  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJR.1917E,  1 — pub. 

util.  28;  rates,  203,  231,  250. 
Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917A,  741 — procedure,  5. 

Williams  v. 
Nescopeck,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  145— —monop.  12;  municipalities,  3; 

procedure,  6. 
NeTada-Califomia-Oregon  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  404— consol. 

8. 
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New  Bedford  &  0.  Street  R.  Co.,  le  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.UJL 

1917F,  600 — rates,  261. 
New  Britain  Gaslight  Co.  v.  Root  (Conn.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917C,  10^ 

(8.  c.  91  Conn.  134,  99  Atl.  559) — ^app.  16,  25;  service,  8. 
New  Castle  ▼.  Ft.  Wa3me,  C.  &  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  380— cross- 
ings, 3. 
New  Depot,  Re  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  413  (s.  c.  135  Minn.  19, 

159  N.  W.^1089) — app.  8;  service,  46,  191,  192. 
New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (Mass.   Pub.   Seivice  Com.) 

P.U.R.1917E,  467 — service,  266. 
New  Jersey,  Mihm  v. 

Sutton  V. 
New  Jersey  &  P.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.rv4917A,  70— consol.  22. 

Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  72 — lates,  95,  128,  167. 
New  Jersey  WaUr  Service  Co^  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917D,  944 — secur. 

iss.  30,  31. 
New  York  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Taxpayers  Alliance  v. 

New  York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.UJL 
1917D,  773 — urates,  71,  89,  105. 
.    Elevator  Mfrs.  Asso.  v. 
New  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1 — secur.  iss.  7,  8,  34. 
Re  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  8 — intercorp.  reL  4. 
Re  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  139 — secur.  iss.  1,  9, 10. 
Northern  New  York  Traffic  Asso.  ▼.. 
Ohio  Quarries  Co.  v. 
Taxpayers'  Alliance  v. 
New  York  Ediscn  Co.,  Burke  v. 
New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.tJ.R.1917B, 

904 — ^return,  88;  service,  181,  202,  203;  tr.  1. 
Niagara  River  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P,U.R.1917A,  278 — 

certif.  conven.  19,  20,  22. 
Noble,  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  Pike  County  Teleph. 

Co.  V. 
Northampton  County  Water  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R!1917£,  939 — ^xponop. 

34;  service,  61. 
Northampton,  E.  &  W.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.UJL1917F,  123 — 

const.  L  52. 
Northeastern  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  Re.    See  Ashtabula  Gas  Co.,  Re. 
Northern  Adirondack  Power  Co.  ▼.  Rogers  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  559— -procedure,  11;  pub.  util.  1. 
Northern  New  York  Traffic  Asso.  ▼.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist;) 

P.U.R.1917C,  270— discrim.  88. 
Northern  P.  R.  Co.,  Railroad  Comrs.  v. 

North  Lincoln  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  600    ■■orvioe,  14,  eS. 
North  Shore  Gas  Co.,  Lake  Bluff  v. 
Orvis  V. 
Przyborski  ▼• 
Schnaebele  ▼• 
Watson  V. 
Winnetka  v. 
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Horthwestem  Grain  Dealers'  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  B.  k  Q.  S.  Co.  (Mont.) 

P.UJE1.1917A,  43 — urates,  213,  222-224,  230. 
Horthwestem  Indiana  Teleph.  Co.  v.  LaPorte  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.UJl. 

1917C,  966 — commissions,  7. 
Northwestern  P.  R.  Co.,  Tsamas  v. 
Northwestern  Teleph.  Bzch.  Co.,  Owantonna  v. 
Norwood,  C.  &  S.  Rate  Case  (Mass.  Pub.  Serrice  Com.)  P.n.R.l917D, 

934 — ^rates,  16, 171. 

O'Brien  ▼.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  k  St  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917C,  967 — 

service,  48. 
Ochs  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  235  (8.  c.  135  Minn.  323,  L.R.A.— ,  — ,  160  N.  W.  866) 

-—const.  1.  25;  em.  d.  1. 
O'Connell,  Chicago  v. 
Oconto  Co.  V.  Chlca^ro  &  N.  W.  H.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  370— ev.  7; 

monop.  21;  service,  217. 
Ohio  Electric  R.  Co.,  Grant  v. 
Ohio  Qnarries  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Ohio)  P.UJ1.1917D,  416~diB- 

crfan.  115,  116;  rates,  7;  reparation,  12. 
Ohio  Valley  Water  Co.,  Ban  Avon  ▼. 
Okaw  Valley  Mat.  Teleph.  Asso.,  EvansTiUe  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Okmulgee  Ice  Bo  Light  Co.,  Re  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  378 — ^rates,  79. 
Omaha,  L.  a^  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.)  P.UJt.l917A,  907 — interurb.  r.  4; 

secur.  iss.  2,  3,  40;  valua.  133,  170,  348. 
Oneonta  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Colliers  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  v. 
Ontario  k  U.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re.    Sec  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re. 
Oro  Loma  Farms  Co.,  Berry  v. 
Orphenm  Theater  v.  Helena  Light  &  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.tT.R.1917A,  65-— 

rates,  141. 
Orvis  ▼.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.    See  Winnetka  v.  North  Shore  Gas  Co. 
Osage  k  0.  Co.,  Re   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917D,  426— depreciation,  31;   dis- 

crim.  53,  59,  63,  111;  nat.  gas,  3;  rates,  121;  return,  34;  valua. 

33,  231-234,  357. 
Owatonna  ▼.  Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917C,  565 

-—const.  1.  26;  rates,  284;  service,  272,  273;  teleph.  4. 

Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.,  Alhambra  t. 

Los  Angeles  v. 

Pasadena  v. 

San  Gabriel  t. 

Sonth  Pasadena  v. 
Pacific  Gas  k  E.  Co.  ▼.  Great  Western  Power  Co.  (Cal.)  P.tT.R.1917C, 

820 — monop.  18,  35. 
Pacific  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  623 — teleph.  1-3. 

Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  651 — certif.  conver.  9. 

Alhambra  v. 

First  Nat.  Bank  ▼.• 

Mclntirc  v. 

Tillamook  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  ▼• 
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Palexmo  Land  ft  Water  Co.  t.  Railrocd  Commission   (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917A,  447  (s.  c.  173  Cal.  380,  160  Pac.  £28) — pub.  util. 

14,  29;  service,  5,  177. 
Palo  Alto,  Re  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  163 — valua.  70,  106,  H9a,  109,  862, 

413. 
Panther  Valley  Water  Co.,  Coaldale  v. 

Hayes  y. 
Pasadena  v.  Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.    See  Municipal  League  v.  Southern 

P.  Co. 
Passenger  Train  Service,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  887 — service.  205. 
Panlson,  Re  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917A,  672 — pub.  util.  9;  service,  256. 
Pa^gHmska  v.  Pawhnaka  OU  ft  Gas  Co.  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

226  (8.  c  —  Okk.  — ,  —  Pac.  —)— const,  i.  70,  74;  rates,  8,  9, 

38,  39;  Stat.  5. 
Pawhuska  Oil  ft  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917D;  947 — apport.  7; 

const.  1.  36;  discrlm.  3,  40;  nat.  gas,  4;  paym.  21,  26;  return, 

122;  service,  33,  123,  178;  valua.  838,  866,  419. 
Pawhuska  v. 
Peaks  Island  Csrp.,  Briggs  v. 
Pearce  v.  Farmers'  Independent  Tele^.  Line  Ne.  71   (Midi.)   P.U.R. 

1917 A,  243 — urates,  276;  service,  106. 
Pekin  v.  Pekin  Waterworks  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  838-^epreciation, 

52;  paym.  16;  rates,  1,  2,  75,  83,  98,  290,  810;  return,  43,  110, 

134,  147;  valua.  7,  216,  277,  348. 
Pekin  Waterworks  Co.,  Pekin  v. 
Peninsular  Teleph.  Co.,  State  v. 
Pennsylvania  Gas  Co.,  Davis  v. 
PennsylvaaiA  R.  Co.,  Bradley  v. 

Price  V. 
Peimsylvania  Utilities  Co.  ▼.  hOdf^  Nav.  Blsctric  Co.  (Piu)  P.UJL 

1917B,  451 — f ranch.  5;  monop.  27. 
▼.  Lehigh  Nav.  Blectric  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJE1.1917C,  908- — certif.  conven. 

12. 
Pe(^  ez  rel«  New  York  ft  Q.  Gas  Co.  v.  McCaU  (N.  Y.  Ct.  App.)  P.UJt. 

1917A,  553  (s.  c.  219  N.  Y.  84,  113  N.  E.  795) — app.  2,  3,  5. 
ex  rel.  New  York  ft  N.  S.  Traction  Co.  v.  Pnblic  Service  Commission 

(N.  Y.  App.  Div.)  P.U.R.1917B,  957   (s.  c  175  App.  Div.  800, 

162  N.  Y.  Supp.  405)— const.  1.  45. 
ex  rel  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Pnblic  Service  Commission  (N.  Y. 

App.  Div.)  P.U.R.1917D,  230  (s.  c.  177  App.  Div.  218,  163  N.  Y. 

Supp.  777) — service,  227. 
ex  leL  Scarsdale  v.  Pul^lic  Service  Commission  <N.  Y.  Ct.  App.) 

P.UJ1.1917D,  240  (s.  c.  220  N.  Y.  1, 114  N,  E.  1050)— crossings, 

25. 
ex  rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  ▼.  Straus  (N.  Y.  App.  Div.)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  672  (8.  c.  —  App.  Div.  — ,  166  N.  Y.  Supp.  196)— deprt- 

ciation,  5 ;  secur.  iss.  13. 
People's  Teleph.  Co.,  Miles  v. 
People's  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  768 — monop.  23. 
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Pere  KurqiMtta  R.  Co^  Se  (Midi.)  P.UJL1917B,  656 — eecur.  isa.  11,  47> 

48. 
Baldwin  k,  Co.  t. 
Orand  JUpidt  Live  Sttck  Co.  t. 
Pony  County  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  016 — ^monop. 

10,  46;  service,  280. 
Philadel^iia  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Main  Line  Stone  Co.  v. 
niladelphia  Rapid  Traniit  Co.,  Allied  Aaaociationa  ▼• 

Central  Germantown  Ave.  Boainess  Aaso  v. 
PUlbrick,  Re  (Me.)  P.UJL1017C,  874-M»nsol.  2,  7;  pub.  util.  4. 
Pine  Grove  Electric  Light,  Heat  it  P.  Co.  v.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light, 

Heat,  It  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1917F,  879 — monop.  8,  9. 
Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1017B,  679 

(8.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  161)— depreciation,  14;  discrim.  25,  57; 

paym.  2;  rates,  314;  return,  101;  service,  135,  303;  valua.  15, 

40,  59,  83,  161,  175,  187,  195,  214,  285,  287,  368. 
Pionetr  T^eph.  It  Teleg.  Co.,  Ft.  Su^ily  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v. 
Pittsburgh  v.  Pittsburgh  R.  Co.    See  Jacoby  v.  Pittsburgh  R.  Co. 
Pittsburg,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  R.  Co.,  Munster  ▼• 

O'Brien  ▼. 
Pittsburgh  R.  Co.,  Jacoby  ▼. 

Pittsburgh  v. 
Plainfield-Union  Water  Co.,  Hirsh  v. 
Plymouth  ft  S.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Oom.)  P.U.R.19176, 

399— secur.  iss.  6. 
Plymouth  Farmers  Switchboard  Co.,  Plymouth  Mut.  Teltph.  Co,  ▼. 
Plymouth  Mut  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Farmers  Mut  Teleph.  or  Switchboard  Co. 

(111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  464 — service,  285,  286. 
▼.  Plymouth  Farmers  Switchboard  Co.  (111.)   P.U.R.1917E,  ';59 — 

certif.  conven.  11,  17. 
Pocono  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  732 — monop.  32. 
Poettgen  v.  Chicago,  R.  L  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  680 — service, 

206. 
PoUard  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)   P.U.R.1917E,  763— acrv- 

ice,  160. 
Portage  v.  Portage  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  17 — apport.  52;  rates^ 

297;  return,  104;  valua.  1,  34,  150,  270,  271,  281,  327,  369. 
PorUge  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  647 — apport.  29-35;  de- 

preciation,  35;  discrim.  100;  paym.  4,  11,  33;  return,  95;  valua. 

26. 
Portage  Water  Co.,  Portage  v. 
Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917D,  962 — ^valua.  284,. 

377,  378,  418,  428. 
Portland  Terminal  Co.,  Pnblie  Utilities  Coiiwhuiom  ▼. 
Portland  Water  Dist,  Re   (Me.)   P.U1L1917D,  907 — apport  47,  48  > 

rates,  300,  303-305. 
Postal  Teleg.  Cable  Co.,  Chicago  TelefA.  Co.  v. 
Pctomac  Electric  Power  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.)  P.U.RJ917D,  663— depreciation,. 

4,  17;  service,  2;  valua.  4,  14,  89,  100,  118,  119,  120,  122,  137, 

139,  164,  190,  191,  200,  210,  224,  247,  251,  254,  273,  275,  278, 

290,  305,  321,  822,  347,  368,  376,  415,  420. 
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Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.,  Re  <D.  C.)  P.U.RJD17F,  TO-^-^soriin.  7| 

intercorp.  rel.  6;  parties,  9;  return,  12,  130;  valua.  27. 
Potter  Gas  Co.,  Galeton  v. 
Poy  Sippi  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917B,  469 — monop.  80,  31; 

orders,  4 ;  service,  264. 
Preston  v.  Qeveland,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  R.  Co.  (IH.)  P.U.R.1017D,  741 — senr- 

ice,  194. 
Price  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917P,  647^ro98!ngs,  19,  20. 
Pryor,  Moberly  v. 
Przyborski  v.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.    See  Winnetka  v.  North  Shore  Gas 

Co. 
Public  Service  Commission,  Atchison,  T.  k  S.  F.  R.  Co*  7. 
Chesapeake  &  0.  R.  Co.  t. 
Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.  v. 
Goldfield  Consol.  Water  Co.  v. 
Howell  V. 
Interboroui^  Rapid  Transit  Co.  (N.  T.  Ct.  App.)  P.UIt.l917B,  823 

(8.  c.  219  N.  Y.  856,  114  N.  E.  387) — mand.  1. 
People  ex  rel.  New  York  k  N.  S.  Traction  Co.  v. 
People  ex  rel.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  v. 
People  ex  rel.  Scarsdale  v. 
State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
State  ex  rel.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v. 
State  ex  rel.  Rhodes  v. 
State  ex  rel.  United  R.  Co.  v. 
State  ex  leL  Watts  Engineeiing  Co.  v. 
T.  Union  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  774  (s.  c.  271  Mo. 

268,  197  S.  W.  39) — secur.  iss.  4,  17. 
Vandalia  R.  Co.  v. 
Woodbum  v. 
Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  797 — service,  15<^157;  valua. 
230,  293. 
Cook  V. 
Public  UtiliUes  Commission  v.  Bangor  k  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1 — rates.  221,  226,  229,  234.  252,  253. 
Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  482 — ^pl.  2;  service,  216. 
Coeur  D'Alene  v. 
Landon  v. 
V.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.   (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  88 — commissions,  3,  41; 

const.  1.  64;  intercorp.  rel.  2;  rates,  241-243. 
V.  Portland  Terminal  Co.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  43— const.  1.  31;  die- 

crim.  117;  int.  com.  3;  monop.  47;  service,  38,  170,  216. 
Settle  V. 
Public  Utilities  Comrs.  Atlaiitie  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v. 
Paget  Sound  Traction,  Light  k  P.  Co.  v.  Reynolds  (U.  8.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.U.R.1917F,  67  (8.  c.  244  U.  S.  674,  61  L.  ed.  13*25,  37  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  706)— const.  1.  18,  41,  42;  rates,  269. 
Pulaski  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917A,  199 — paym.  28,  24; 
ratc!',  50;  service,  162. 

Quaker  Valley  Tele^  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  10 — monop.  29. 
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Kacine  Water  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  277-— depreciation,  7,  11,  66- 
61;  valua.  51,  94,  97,  98,  101,  105,  127,  129,  146-148,  164,  lfl», 
177,  194,  250,  276,  289,  371,  374,  384,  416. 
Railroad  Commission,  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  ▼• 
Chippewa  &  F.  Improy.  Co.  v. 
Civic  Center  Asso.  v. 
Clemens  Horst  Co.  v. 
Eastern  Texas  R.  Co.  ▼. 
Gulf,  T.  &  W.  R.  Co.  V. 
Hooper  &  Co.  v. 
Linoneria  Co.  v. 

Morgan's  L.  &  T.  R.  &  S.  S.  Co.  t. 
Palermo  Land  &  Water  Co.  v. 
San  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.  r. 
San  JosS  V. 
United  R.  Co.  v. 
Western  Asso.  ▼. 
Railroad  Commissioners  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917C, 
47 — discrim.  87;  rates,  245. 
V.  N-rthem  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A,— ratee,  285-288. 
Range  Sand  Lime  Brick  Co.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.    (Minn.   Sup. 
•      Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  625  (s.  c.  —  Minn.  — ,  L.R,A.  —,  — ,  163  N. 
W.  656) — const.  1.  25a;  em.  d.  2. 
Rasmnssen  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  618 — 

service,  47,  198. 
Ratner  v.  Denver  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  988 — commis- 
sions, 6;  const.  1.  32;  procedure,  14. 
Realty   Supervision  Co.   v.   Edison   Electric   Illuminating   Co.    (N.   Y. 

1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917B,  962 — discrim.  60;  procedure,  4. 
Redmon  v.  East  St.  Louis  Light  &  P.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.iriTC,  954 — rates, 

142. 
Regular  Democratic  Oirganization  ▼.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  677 — apport    5;  rates.  6. 
Reno  Power,  Light,  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  765 — service, 

288,  291,  202,  295-301 
Reynolds,  Puget  Sound  Traction,  Light  &  P.  Co.  v. 
Rialto  California  Water  Co.,  Re.    Sec  Fontana  Power  Co.,  Re. 
Rich  V.  Biddeford  &  S.  Water  Co.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917C,  982— discrim. 
100;  rates,  289;  return,  21,  99;  valua.  23,  126,  159,  184,  212, 
252,  344,  373,  380.  388,  389,  395,  406. 
Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  1st.  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917D,  G07 — 

secur.  iss.  22,  23.  25.  37,  38.  50. 
Richmond  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  300— deprecia- 
tion, 30;  pi.  5;  return.  40,  02.  83;  valua.  57,  265,  312,  329,  387. 
River  Bend  Gas  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  827 — certif.  con- 

ven.  1,  6;  consol.  4;  pub.  util.  7;  secur.  iss.  27,  29,  65. 
River  Falls,  Skogmo  v. 
Roach  V.  Danciger  k,  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  144 — damg.  3;  parties,  8; 

pub.  util.  11,  12. 
Roby  V.  Fife-Wayne  Fanners  Teleph.  Co.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917F,  202-^ 
rates,  274. 
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Rockford  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  196 — rates,  133. 
Rodds^am  County  Light  &  P.  Co^  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917F,  24— ooiiBt. 

1.  62;  rates,  130. 
Rogers  Co.,  Re.    See  Northern  Adirondack  Power  Co.  v.  Rogers  Co. 

Northern  Adirondack  Power  Co.  v. 
Rogers  Development  Co.,  Re  (CaL)   P.U.R.1917C,  186     oocnr.  iss.  16; 

service,  174,  176. 
Romberg,  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ez  rel.  Clow  ▼. 
Root,  New  Britain  Gaslight  Co.  ▼. 
Rosendale  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.UJtl917F,  166, 

— teleph.  5,  6. 
Rossman  v.  Intemrban  R.  Co.  (Iowa)  P.UJt.l917A,  234— crossings,  21, 

22,28. 
rowland  ▼.  Boyle  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  685  (s.  c.  244  U.  S.  106, 

61  L.  ed.  1022,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  577) — app.  27,  20;  apport.  8; 

rates,  93,  126. 
Ruby  Hill  Water  Co.,  Re  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  884 — service,  27,  77,  94. 
Rules  for  Conservation  of  Oil  &  Natural  Gas,  Re  (Okla.)  P.UJt.l917F, 

344 — ^nat.  gas,  1;  oil,  1. 
Rules  for  Operating  Railroad  Motor  Cars,  Re  (HI.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  726 — 

crossings,  17. 
Rules  for  Overhead  Electrical  Constructiott,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  843 

— ^lectr.  10. 
Rules,  Regulations,  and  Recommendations,  Re.    See  Water  Utilities,  Re. 
Rumford  Falls  &  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.)  P.UJt.l917B,  898 — secur. 

iss.  28,  43;  valua.  167. 
Runk  V.  AUentown-Bethlehem  Gas  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  911— consol. 

1;  parties,  2;  rates,  104. 
Jtupert  Electric  Co.,  Wiseman  v. 

Sacramento  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re.    See  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re. 
Safety  Devices  at  Grade  Crossings,  Re  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  379— cross- 
ings, 18. 
Sag  Harbor  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917A,  181 — 

commissions,  39. 
St  CUir  County  Gas  8t  E.  Co.  v.  BeUeviUe  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  216 — 

commissions,  36;  discrim.  132,  133;  paym.  6;  rates,  51. 
St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.,  Murchie  v. 
St  Joseph  &  G.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re.     See  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re. 

Culver  V. 
St.  Lo^is  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.)  P.U.R.1917A,  237 — secur.  iss.  12, 
46. 
Re  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  39  (s.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  6,9)— discrim. 

92;  rates,  65. 
Re.    See  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re. 
Chamber  of  Commerce  ▼. 
dam  Lumber  Co.  v. 
Jordan  v. 

Lawten  Ref.  Co.  ▼. 
Lilboum  Special  Road  Dist  ▼• 
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SL  Louis,  L  M.  ft  S.  R.  Co.,  Indq[»eiident  Breweries  Co.  t. 
ScoggiiiT. 
▼.  SUte  (Ark.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1917F,  783  (c.  c.  —  Ark.  — ,  197  a 

W.  I)^i8criin.  93. 
St.  Louis  Water  Dept.,  Civic  League  ▼. 
Saline  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  ▼• 
Sanchez,  Cebu  Transp.  Co.  v. 
San  Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  930 — rates, 

154a,  159;  return,  139;  valua.  241,  245,  255,  292. 
San  Diego  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Sumner  &  May  v. 
San  Fernando,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  261 — valua.  10. 
San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R 

1917D,  334 — int.  com.  10;  rates,  23,  102,  103,  214,  215. 
San  Francisco,  N.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  546 — ^rates,  92, 

108,  124,  205;  return,  135. 
San  Francisco-Oakland  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Seals  v. 
San  Gabriel  v.  Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.    See  Municipal  League  v.  Southern 

P.  Co. 
San  Gabriel  Valley  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  656— consoL  3; 

mun.  plant,  8. 
San  Joaquin  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Fresno  Traction  Co.  v. 
Sin  Joaquin  Light  &  P.  Corp.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  411 — urates,  87, 

88,  139,  148-150;  reparation,  3;  service,  16,  68, 121,  122;  valua. 

294-298. 
V.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  37  (s.  e.  — 

Cal.  — ,  —  Pac.  — ) — app.  1;  const.  I.  12;  return,  61;  valua. 

392. 
San  JosS  V.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  689  (s.  c. 

—  Cal.  — ,  53  Cal.  Dec.  727,  —  Pac.  — ) — crossings,  4,  13,  14; 
municipalities,  5. 

San  Jos§  Railroads,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C.  93.0 — intercorp.  rel.  3. 
Santa  Barbara  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  768— certif.  conven. 

9;  consol.  17,  24;  rates,  120;  secur.  iss    51.  52. 
Scammon  v.  American  Gas  Co.  (Kan.  Sup.  C^.)   P.UR.1917A,  531  (s.  c. 

98  Kan.  812,  160  Pac   316) — service   32a. 
Schain  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co   (Minn  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  521  (s.  c. 

—  Minn. —.  162  i^    W    1079) — app  20. 

Schauble  v.  Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  (Mo  )  P  U  R.1917B,  932  (s.  c.  4  Mo. 

P.  S.  C.  R.  557)— discrim.  118:  int.  com.  6;  service,  251. 
Schnaebele  v.  North  Sl\ore  Gas  Co.    See  Winnetka  v.  North  Shore  Gas  Co. 
Schuler  v.  Black  Diamond  Co.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  76 — r.  r.  1.  2. 
Schuylkill  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  783 — rates,  53,  54. 
Schuylkill  R.  Co.,  Shenandoah  v. 
Scoggin  y.  St.  Louis,  L  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1917B,  925  (s.  c.  4 

Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  325) — service,  193, 196. 
Scribner  y.  Bell  Telel^  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJL1917E,  525 — service,  55,  261- 

263. 
Seaboard  Air  Line  R.  Co.,  State  ex  rel.  Corporation  Commission  v. 
Settle  y.  Public  UtiUties  Commisrion  (Ohio  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917C,  360 

(s.  c.  94  Ohio  St.  417,  114  N.  E.  1036) — app.  22. 
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Sezton  r.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U,R.1917B,  78a 

(8.  c.  173  Cal.  760,  161  Pac.  748) — cts.  2. 
Sharon  Xeleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  742 — service,  50. 
Shenandoah  v.  SchuylkiU  R.  Co.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,'3C — service,  2C3, 

234,  240,  245. 
Shnnk  v.  Buffalo  &  L.  E.  Traction  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  702 — rates, 

180. 
Sierra  &  S.  F.  Power  Co.,  Re.     See  Coast  Counties  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v. 
Sierra  &  S.  F.  Power  Co. 
Coast  Counties  Gas  &  £.  Co.  v. 
Silver  Creek  Gas  &  Improv.  Co.,  Re.    See  South  Shore  Natural  Gas  &> 

Fuel  Co.,  Re. 
Sinking  Spring  Water  Co.,  Craumer  v. 
Skinker  v.  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  863 — 

rates,  293. 
Skogmo  v.  River  Falls  (Wis.)  P.U.R,1917E,  964 — apport.  40,  42;  discrim. 

15,  45;  rates,  140,  156;  return,  28-30;  valua.  239,  423. 
Slate  Belt  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Blue  Mountain  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co. 

(Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  872 — intercorp.  rel.  1. 
Smith  V.  De  Tienne  (Mo.)  P.U.R.ll)17C,  24  (s.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  509) — 
return,  71,  158;  service,  146,  149-161;  valua.  228. 
V.  Squires  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  247 — eertif.  conven.  23;  commissions, 
40;  rates,  286;  service,  271,  281. 
Southern  Bell  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Birmingham  v. 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  710 — secur.  iss. 
64. 
Re.    See  Fontana  Power  Co.,  Re. 
Southern  California  Gas  Co.,  Los  Angeles  y. 
Southern  California  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  989 — acctg.  1; 

consol.  10,  16.  18,  25,  26;  contr.  2;  secur.  iss.  53;  valua.  107. 
Southern  P.  Co.,  Re  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917C,  53 — int.  com.  12;  rates,  112, 
206,  218,  251. 
Re.    See  San  Francisco  CHiamber  of  Commerce  v.  Southern  P.  Co. 
V.  California  Adjustment  Co.  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.)  P.U.R.1917C,  489  (s.  c. 
237  Fed.  954)-— const.  1.  16,  82;  discrim.  13,  14;  reparation,  8, 
15,  16. 
Central  Development  Asso.  v. 
Civic  Center  Asso.  v. 
McCormick-Saeltzer  Co.  T, 
Monitor  Warehouse  Co.  v. 
Municipal  League  v. 
San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce  ▼. 
Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Co.  v.  Hartel  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  627-— 

monop.  48,  49. 
Southern  R.  Co.,  Ayrshire  Coal  Co.  ▼. 

Com.  ex  rel.  Kelly  y. 
Southern  Sierras  Tower  Co.,  Re.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  474— franch.  S. 
South  Pacific  Coast  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  207— commissions, 

25, 
South  Pasadena  v.  P::cific  Electric  R.  Co.    See  Municipal  League  v.^ 
Southern  P.  Co 
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South  Shore  Natural  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.n.l917C, 

274— consol.  11,  12,  19-21. 
Sparta  v.  Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  607 — commis- 
sions, 42;  depreciation,  36;  discrim.  97;  paym.  12;  rates,  278, 
279,  281;  service,  254;  value,  394. 
Spooner,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  78 — service,  57,  63. 
Sprague,  B.  &  B.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917F,  500 — 

discrim.  10,  86. 
Springfield  Bd.  of  Edu.,  Re  (Mo.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  33  (s.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C. 

R.  540) -^reparation,  5,  service,  97,  98. 
Springfield  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (K  H.)  P.U.R.1917F,  604 — secur.  iss.  16. 
Squires,  Smith  y. 

Standards  for  Electric  Systems,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  225 — electr.  12. 
Standards  for  Gas,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  67 — service,  163. 
Standards  for  Joint  Wood-pole  Line  Constr.,  Re  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

938 — wires  &  c.  2. 
Standards  for  Telei*.  Service,  Re  (N.  H.)   P.U.R.1917B,  676 — service, 

257. 
Standards  for  Testing  Meters,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.B.1917E,  355 — 

service,  128. 
Standards  of  Electric  Equipment,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1017C,  262 

— gas,  1. 
State  ex  rel.  Caldwell  y.  American  Exp.  Co.  (S.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1017C, 
471  (s.  c.  38  S.  D.  227,  161  N.  W.  132)— const.  1.  80;  int.  com. 
23;  int.  com.  com.  3;  orders,  IL 
American  Exp.  Co.  v. 

ex  rel.  Columbia  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct )  P.U.R.1917F, 
27  (s.  c.  —  Mo.  — ,  195  S.  W.  741) — app  10;  di  orim.  95;  orders, 
6;  paym.  22;  rates,  275,  277. 
ex  rel.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Atkinson  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R  1917C, 
971  (8.  c.  269  Mo.  634,  192  S  W.  86) — app.  14,  15;  return,  24; 
service,  45,  208. 
ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  District  Ct.  (Mont.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

884  (s.  c.  53  Mont.  229,  163  Pac.  115) — cts.  3. 
ex  rel.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  Florida  East  Coast  R.  Co.  (Fla.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1023  (s.  c  —  Fla.  — ,  73  So.  17) — app.  19;  ev.  3; 
return,  19,  161;  witn.  1. 
Grafton  County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  v. 
V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.    See  New  Depot,  Re. 
ex  rel.  Boyle  v.  HaU  (Mont.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  337   (b.  c  53 

Mont.  595,  165  Pac.  767)— commissions,  1. 
ex  rel.  Nebraska  State  R.  Co,  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.U.R.1917C,  507  (8.  c.  100  Neb.  700,  161  N.  W.  270) — app.  21; 
const.  1.  8;  stat.  1,  6. 
▼.  Peninsular  Teleph.  Co.  (Fla.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E,  453  (s,  c. 

—  Fla.  — ,  75  So.  201) — discrim.  131. 
ex  ret  Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Conmrission 
(Wash.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917C,  631  (s.  c.  94  Wash.  274,  162  Pac. 
523) ^-commissions,  4;  const.  1.  77,  81;  int.  com.  13. 
P.U.R.1917  Dig.— 38. 
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State  ex  rel.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  ▼.  Public  Service  Commisaion 
(Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917D,  216  (s.  c  260  Mo.  63,  189  S.  W. 
377) — int.  com.  1,  2,  8. 

ez  rel.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Wash.  Sup. 
Ct.)  P.UJt.l917E,  87  (8.  c.  95  Wash.  376,  163  Pac.  1143) — app. 
29,  30;  const.  1.  13;  14;  orders,  1. 

ez  rel.  Rhodes  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJR. 
1917E,  315— const.  1.  75;  rates,  34. 

ez  reL  United  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  752  (s.  c.  270  Mo.  429,  192  S.  W.  958) — munici- 
palities, 4;  service,  10,  11. 

ez  rel.  Watts  Engineering  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo. 
Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917C,  581  (s.  c.  269  Mo.  525,  191  S.  W.  412) 
—rates,  106;  return,  74. 

St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  v. 

ex  rel.  Corporation  Commission  v.  Seaboard  Air  Line  R.  Co.  (N.  C. 
Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  927  (s.  c.  —  N.  C.  — ,  92  S.  E.  150) — 
const.  1.  72. 
Staten  Island  Midland  R.  Co.,  Re.    See  Richmond  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Re. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Allen  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  745— com- 
missions, 24;  discrim.  121;  intercorp.  rel.  7. 

▼.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (III.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  271  (s.  c. 

278  111.  58, 115  N.  E.  904)— const.  1.  11;  int.  com.  11;  procedure, 
9;  rates,  20,  21,  61,  62. 

▼.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (HI.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1917E,  998  (s.  c 

279  111.  194,  116  N.  E.  696) — rates,  12,  246-240. 

ez  rel.  Illinois  Division  Travelers  Protective  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  & 

S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  838 — urates,  196,  197. 
ez  rel.  Illinois  Division  Travelers  Protective  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  & 

S.  F.  R.  Co.  (111.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  841 — service,  171. 
▼.  Centralia  Traction  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  806 — service,  51,  249, 

250. 
ez  rel.  American  Sand  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (III.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1  (s.  c.  279  111.  110, 116  N.  E.  620) — ^rates,  31,  232, 

233. 
ez  rel.  Mitchell  v.  Chicago  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.  (111.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1046    (8  c.  275  111.  665,  114  N.  W.  325)— const.  L  2,  9,  10; 

parties,  7;  rates,  16,  19,  35,  41,  42;  stat.  2,  3. 
Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v. 

▼.  Lebanon  Teleph.  Ezch.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  550 — service,  274. 
ez  reL  Pike  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  NoWe  (111.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917A, 

520   (s.  c.  275  ni.  121,  113  N.  E.  910)— certif.  conven.  15a; 

pub.  util.  20. 
ez  rcL  Clow  v.  Romberg  (111.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917B,  355  (s.  c.  275 

ni.  432, 114  N.  E.  191)— const.  1.  1;  for.  corp.  1;  parties,  6* 
Stevenot,  Re  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917A,  563 — valua.  5, 171,  412. 
Stevenson  v.  Abington  Electric  Co.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  449 — ^paym.  7; 

service,  100. 
Stratford  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis,)   P.U.R.1917A,  434 — ^return,  98,  124; 

service,  267;  valua.  29. 
Straus,  People  ez  reL  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  t. 
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Sumner  &  May  v.  San  Die^o  Home  Xeleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1017E,  035 

— discrim.  78. 
Sumner  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Iowa)  P.U.R.19176,  513-— damg.  2;  electr. 

6,  17. 
Sutton  y.  New  Jersey  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  682  (s.  c.  244  U.  S. 

258,  61  L.  ed.  1117,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  508)— const.  1.  79. 
Sylvania  Home  Teleph.  Co.  r.  Berkey  Farmers'  Mut.  Xeleph.  Co.  (Oliio) 

P.U.R.1917C,  903-— commissions,  10. 
Syracuse  &  M.  R.  Co.  y.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  962 — ^pub.  utU.  10. 

Tacoma,  Tacoma  R.  &  Power  Co.  y. 

Tacoma  R.  &  Power  Co.  y.  Tacoma  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917D,  891— com- 
missions, 29. 

Tallman  v.  Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  (X.  J.)  P.U.R.1917D,  390 
-^monop.  45;  service,  259. 

Tamarack  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  540 — depreciation,  39; 
discrim.  50;  paym.  14;  return,  31;  service,  119. 

Taxpayers  Alliance  y.  New  York  &  H.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  1st.  Dist.)  P.UJl. 
1917D,  248 — ^int.  com.  19;  rates,  190;  service,  184,  219. 
y.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917B,  964 — rates, 
191-193. 

Taxpayers'  Protectiye  League  y.  San  Diego  ConsoL  Gas  &  B.  Co.  See  Re 
San  Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co. 

Terra  Haute,  I.  &  B.  Traction  Co.,  Commercial  Club  y. 

Theresa  U.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  East  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E, 
387 — monop.  16,  17,  42,  43. 

Thomas  y.  Jefferson  City  Light,  Heat,  &  P.  Co.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917B, 
745  (s.  c.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  346) — apport.  56;  paym.  17,  20; 
return,  63,  117 ;  vahia.  77,  78,  172,  193,  306,  340,  367. 

Thompson  y.  Wittenberg  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  116^-di8crim. 
124;  paym.  1. 

Tidewater  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  798 — pi.  3;  service, 
21,  30,  84,  95. 

Tillamook  County  Mut  Teleph.  Co.  y.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1— commissions,  15;  monop.  5;  service,  275,  277. 

Tipton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  209— ^depreciation,  34;  re- 
turn, 93,  159;  valua.  314,  396. 

Toledo  &  0.  C.  R.  Co.,  Fostoria  Chamber  of  Commerce  y. 

Tomah  Electric  &  Telei^i.  Co.,  Croty  y. 

Trenton  y.  Trenton  &  M.  Co.  Traction  Corp.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917A,  541 — 
service,  52;  st.-r.  2. 

Trenton  &  M.  C.  Traction  Corp.,  Trenton  y. 

TrhnWe  y.  Wichita  Palls  9o  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  877 — 
commissions,  42a;  service,  1,  197. 

Troy  Auto  Car  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917A,  700— certif.  con- 
ven.  2,  21;  f ranch.  1;  monop.  50. 

Truck  Gardeners  y.  Erie  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  63— com- 
missions, 30,  r.  r.  3. 

Tsamas  y.  Northwestern  P.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  722 — darag.  1. 

Tulsa  Ice  Co.,  Gamer  y. 
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Turner  Falls  Power  &  B.  Co.,  Re  (MaBS.  Bd.  of  Gas.  and  E.  L.  Comrs.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  99 — secur.  iss.  24. 
Twin  SUte  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917F,  435 — valua.  103. 

Uirich  v.  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D, 

453 — service,  65,  70. 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Diet.)  P.U.R.1917D,  122 — 

acctg.  3-7;  reports,  1. 
Re.  (N.  Y.  let  Dist.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  443^reporU,  2. 
Uniform  Telephone   Rates,  Re    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917D,   259— discrim.   76, 

96;  return,  22. 
Union  P.  R.  Co.,  Re.    See  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Ee. 

Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Union  Transfer  Co.,  Re   (D.  C.)   P.U.R.1917A,  225— depreciation,  18; 

valua.  178,  221,  257,  335. 
Re  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917E,  265 — return,  59. 
United  Commercial  Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  1  .U.R. 

1917C,  82 — discrim.  71-73;  rates,  195,  198-202. 
United  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  £d.  of  Gas  &  E.  L.  Comrs.)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  868 — secur.  iss.  20. 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917A,  023— const.  1.  37;  dis- 
crim. 17 ;  rates,  123 ;  valua.  42. 
United  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commissicn.    See  Western  Asso.  v.  Railroad 

Commission. 
Utica  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Frankfort  v. 

Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  Midway  Gas  Co.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1017E,  978 — 

certif.  convcn.  7,  8;  monop.  14,  15. 
Vandalia  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Ind.  Sup.  Ot.)   P.UJl. 

1917B.  879   (8.  c.  —  Ind.  — ,  114  N.  E.  412) — discrim.  4,  68; 

rates,  17,  211. 
V.  Public  Service  Commission  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1004 

(8.  c.  242  U.  S.  266,  61  L.  ed.  270,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  93) — app. 

12,  13,  const,  I.  6;  int.  com.  15. 
Vaughn  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.UJL1917E,  382 — 

rates,  109,  111,  207. 
Vinita  Gas  Co.,  Excelsior  Laundry  Co.  v. 

Vogt  V.  Linden  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1C17A,  614 — ^monop.  25;  par- 
ties, 10;  service,  282;  tr.  4. 

Wabash  R.  Co.,  Greentop  v. 

Illiopolis  Farmers  Grain  Co.  v. 
Walker  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917A,  899 — discrim.  34. 
Walton  V.  Walton  People's  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917E, 

774 — const.  1.  35;  rates,  69. 
Walton  People's  Teleph.  Co.,  Walton  v. 
Warwood  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917C,  829— discrim. 

44;  paym.  15;  rates,  309,  312;  return,  116. 
Washington  9o  0.  D.  R.  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917A,  221 — ^rates^  43,  44. 
Washington  Routo,  Lewis  v. 
Water  Utilities,  Re  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917C,  241 — service,  280. 
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Watcrvffle  v.  WaterviUe  Gas  &  B.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.)  P.U.R.1917F. 

126— service,  91. 
Waterrille  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Watenrille  ▼. 

Watson  y.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.  ▼.    See  Winnetka  y.  North  Shore  Gas  Co. 
Watthour  Meters,  Re  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1917B>  473 — service,  127. 
Weber,  Wilson  v. 

Wells,  Fargo  &  Co.,  Commercial  Club  v. 

Western  Asso.  y.  Railroad  Commission  (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJK.  1917C, 
178  (s.  c.  173  Cal.  802,  L.R.A.— ,  — .  162  Pac.  391) — pub.  util. 
26. 
Western  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (CaL)  P.U.R.1917D,  269— consol.  5,  9. 
Western  Retail  Lumbermen's  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.) 

P.U.R.1917C,  915— €v.  1;  service,  214. 
Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.  y.  Burlington  Traction  Co.  (Vt  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  320  (s.  c.  90  Vt.  506,  99  AtL  4)— const.  L  3;  electr.  3,  4. 
Schauble  v. 
West  Lebanon,  Hamer  y. 
Westmoreland  Water  Co.,  Greensburg  y. 
Irwin  y. 
Manor  y. 
Tonngwood  y. 
West  Reading  Water  Co.,  Wise  r. 

West  Riyerside  Canal  Co.,*  Re.    See  Rogers  Development  Co.,  Re. 
West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re.    See  Pine  Lawn  v.  West  St.  Louis 
Water  &  Light  Co. 
Ferguson  y. 
Grossheim  y. 
Maplewood  v. 
Maudlin  y. 
Pine  Lawn  y. 
Skinker  y. 
Whitcomb  y.  Duquesne  Light  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  079— const.  L  57; 

reparation,  13. 
Whitley  County  Telei^i.  Cc,  Eel  Riyer  Teleph.  Co.  ▼. 
Whittaker  y.  Hackensack  Water  Co.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917D,  414 — sorvice, 

74. 
Wichita  Falls  &  N.  W.  K.  Co.,  Trimble  y. 

Wilkes-Barre  Light  Co.,  Re  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  906 — monop.  22. 
Re.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  367^-certif.  conven.  10;  monop.  23. 
Wflliams  y.  Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917A,  901— const.  L  73, 

service.  278,  279. 
Williamston  v.  Williaaiston  Illuminating  Co.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C.  121 — 
const.  1.  48;   rates,  80-82,  85;   return,  66;   service,  143,  145; 
valua.  407. 
Williamston  Illuminating  Co.,  Williamston  y. 
WiUon  y.  Weber  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  667  (s.  c  —  Kan.  — ,  166 

Pac.  512) -^municipalities,  1;  service,  29. 
Winnebago  County  l^eleph.  Co.,  B3rron  Teleph.  Co.  y. 
Winnetka  y.  North  Shore  Gas  Co.  (111.)  P.UJL1917B,  793 — urates,  164, 
166;  service,  140,  164. 
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Wisconiin  Gas  9o  £.  Co.  v.  Kenosha.    See  WiBconsin  Teleph.  Co.  ▼. 

Kenosha. 
Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.)  P.U.R.I917F,  628 — ^ratea, 

18,  94. 
Booth-Schnmaker  Mfg.  Co.  v. 
Wisconsin  TtAtjfli.  Co.  y.  Kenosha  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  470— wires  &  c. 

1. 
Morrill  v. 

Rosendale  Telej^.  Co.  v. 
Wise  V.  West  Reading  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.H.1917A,  737 — paym.  18; 

service,  307. 
Wiseman  v.  Rupert  Electric  Co.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917C,  111— depreciation, 

23;  return,  70;  service,  112,  136;  valua.  24,  213,  357. 
Withington,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R.1917B,  410— deprecia- 
tion, 9,  10;  valua.  18. 
Wittenberg  Teleph.  Co.,  Thompson  v. 
Wood  V.  La  Farge  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  763 — apport  46;  depreciation, 

46;  discrim.  27,  46;  return,  127;  service,  126. 
Woodbum  y.  Public  Service  Commission   (O.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917B, 

967   (s.  c.  82  Or.  114,  L.R.A.1917C,  98,  161  Pac.  391)-— const. 

1.  38;  orders,  3;  rates,  40,  45. 
Worcester  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  397^-di8crim.  69;  rates,  172. 
Re   (Mass.  Pub.  Service  Com.)   P.U.R.1017F,  589 — service,  237. 
Worm  &  Co.  y.  American  Exp.  Co.  (Tnd.)  P.U.R,1917E,  846 — service,  161. 
Worth  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Harrison  County  Mut.  Tde^.  Co.  v. 
Wynn  y.  Chicago,  R.  L  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.UJL1917F,  699 — service, 

195. 

Yaser  y.  Evansville  &  I.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917A,  232 — int.  com.  9. 
Yeaton  y.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  617^-crossings,  9, 

29,  30. 
Ynchausti  &  Co.,  Re  (Philippine)  P.U.rv.l917A,  429 — commissions,  14; 

consol.  15;  pub.  util.  25. 
York  y.  York  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  130 — discrim.  110;  ratea^ 

5,  294,  807. 
York  Water  Co.,  York  y. 
Youngwood  y.  Westmoreland  Water  Co.    See  Gveenebnrg  y.  Weatmor» 

land  Water  Co. 
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Aaron  v.  Union  Traction  Co.    (Ind.  No.  1622,  July  7,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  107L 
Abbott  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6344,  March  G,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1084. 
id.   (III.  No.  6346,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
id.   (111.  No.  6346,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1085. 
Abingdon  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6423,  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1047. 
Abington   Electric  Co.,  North  Abington   Water   Co.  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  738. 
Abramson,  Re  (Mich.  X-6600,  July  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 
Adair  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6454,  Mardi  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

.    1050. 
Adams  County  Metallic  Teleph.  Co.,  Nicolaus  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.I1.1917C, 

1119. 
Adams  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (111.  1st  suip.  5067,  Feb.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1109. 
id.  Illinois  Asso.  of  Ice  Cream  Mfrs.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 
id.  Wisconsin  Asso.  of  Ice  Cream  Mfrs.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
Addison  Auto-Bus  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d.  Dist.  Case  No.  6743,  Nov.  1,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1162. 
Additional  Safety  Precautions,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2210,  Aug. 

8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  926. 
Addle  T.  Bsristow  Gas  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2651,  Older  No.  1159,  Oct. 

20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Adena,  C.  &  N.  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1102,  March  30,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1067. 
Adirondack  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6669,  June  13, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1058. 
Adirondack  Division  of  New  York  C.  A  H.  R.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 

Case  No.  494,  Oct.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
Adirondack  Electric  Power  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2  Dist.  No.  El.  26,  Dec.  26, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
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Adirondacks  Lakes'  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6599,  May  26, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
Advanced  Charges  for  Weighing  &  Reweighing  Carload  Freight,  Re  (111. 
No.  3070,  3074,  4264,  6235,  5239,  3168,  April  28,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  1024. 
Advance  in  Rates,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No*  294,  May  2C,  1910)   P.U.R. 

191 7  A,  1084. 
Ahnapee  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Ahnapee  Veneer  &  Seating  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.UJl. 
1917F,  1002. 
id.  Lindsay  Bros.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  Lindsay  Bros.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  21. 
id.  Lindsay  Bros.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  616. 
Ahnapee  Veneer  &  Seating  Co.  v.  Ahnapee  &  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Sept. 
20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  1041. 
Airy,  Re  (111.  No.  T-329,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  E-77,  Oct.  7,  1936)  P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
id.   (111.  No.  5356,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
Akers,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2992,  July  14, 1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  910. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2992,  July  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  142,  F-520,  Oct.  30,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1082. 
Akers  Lumber  Co.  v.  Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  No.  51,  June  20, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 

id.  V.  Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  No.  51,  June  20,  1910) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
id.  V.  Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  51,  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1086. 
Akron,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5803,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

999. 
Akron  &  B.  Belt  R.  Co.,  Ohio  Shippers  Asso.  v.   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1917C. 

1091. 
Akron,  C.  A  Y.  R.  Co.,  Goodrich  Co.  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
Alabama  G.  S.  R.  Co.,  State  ex  rel.  Martin  v.  (Ala.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1084. 
Albany,  Re   (Or.  F-650,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  253,  Sept.  19,  1»17) 

P.U.R.1917F,  927. 
Albany  Perforated  Wrapping  Paper  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No. 

6033,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
Albany  Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6055,  June  12,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6268,  Oct.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6361,  Dec.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6546,  May  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  1008. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  0616,  June  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  990. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6666,  July  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  993. 
Albion  Water  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  No.  262,  Order  No.  442,  June  15, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
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Aldrich  v.  Hoopeaton  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (111.  No.  5163,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  1037. 
id.  V.  Hoopeston  Gas  &  K  Co.  (111.  No.  5163,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  1042. 
Aldrich  Paper  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6762,  March  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  226. 
Alexander,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6248,  Oct.  10,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917C,  1069. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6249,  Oct.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1069. 
Alexandria  A  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  No.  2684,  Order  No.  2129,  Sept.  19, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  975. 
id.  Brewer-Xeinstatt  Lumber  Co.  v.  (La)  P.U.R.1917A,  1095. 
Alfred  Water  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U.  No.  158,  Oct.  24,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1142. 
AUen  V.  Ashmore  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (111.  No.  5273,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1116. 
id.  V.   Ashmore  Mut.  Teleph.   Co.    (111.  No.  5273,  Feb.   5,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  151. 
id.  V.  Bellingham    (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.   1917,  —  Wash.  — ,  163  Pac. 
18,  25)  P.U.ai917E,  381. 
Allen  Bros.  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5776,  Feb. 

27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
Allen  County  v.  Pittsburgh,  Ft.  W.  &  C.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  475,  Feb.  9, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 
Allen  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  243-1915,  Jan  9, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1073. 
Allentown  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Philadelphia  &  R.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Com- 
plaint Docket  No.  1086,  April  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
id.  V.  Philadelphia  &  R.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1086, 
April  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  385. 
All  Nebraska  Railroads,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2789,  July  13,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1100. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2998,  March  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  979. 
All  Railroad  Cos.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3008,  Aug.  4,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  688. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2895,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
All  Railroads,  Commission  v.   (Miss.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1097. 
id.  Commission  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
id.  Commission  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
id.  Commission  v.   (Miss.)   P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
id.  Commission  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 
id.  Mississippi  Commission  v.   (Miss.)   P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
id    Mississippi  Railroad  Commission  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
All  Roads  of  Nebraska,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2833,  July  13,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1100. 
AltaVista  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Va.  Case  No.  569,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1051. 
Alton  A  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4970,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 
id.   (111.  No.  5414,  Aug.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1054. 
id.   (111.  Xo.  6298,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 
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Alton  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6269,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
id.   (111.  No8.  776,  777,  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.   (III.  No.  6953,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
id.   (111.  No.  7000,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
id.   (111.  No.  6927,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  929. 
id.   (III.  No.  7044,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  929. 
id.   (111.  No.  5809,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Com'miasion  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917E,  898. 
id.  State  Public  UtiUtiee  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 
id.  Valley  Teminal  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
Altona  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6332,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  994. 
id.  (111.  No.  6332,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1001. 
id.   (III.  No.  6332,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1049. 
Alton,  C.  &  St.  L.  Traction  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6815,  June  29,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1064. 
Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5403,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1147. 

id.   (III.  No.  5796,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1138. 
Alton  R.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  L-1463,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138. 
Alvin  Grain  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5642,  Nov.  11,  1916)   P.U.R. 
191 7B,  1159. 
id.   (111.  No.  5643,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1159. 
id  (111.  No.  5644,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1159, 
Amalgamated   Sugar   Co.,  Re    (Utah,   Permit  Xo.   12,  Oct.   8,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
Amargosa  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Application  No.  2913,  Decision  No. 
4357,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1059. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2913,  Decision  No.  4375,  May  29,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  607. 
Ambrose,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4569,  Application  No.  3068,  Aug.  21, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Amendment  of  Rule  VI.  of  Demurrage  Rules,  Re  (Fla.  Order  No.  527, 

File  No.  3178,  Oct.  30,  1916)  P.U.R,1917C,  1088. 
American  Brake  Shoe  &  Foundry  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5731,  Nov.  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 
American  Brass  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2178,  Nov.  22,  1916)  P.U.R 
1917C.  1064. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2187,  Dec.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1009. 
American  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause 
No.  2435,  Order  No.  1084,  Aug.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
id.  V.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2721,  Order  No. 
1227,  Feb.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
American  Car  Co.  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  700,  Nov.  10, 
1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1097. 
id.  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  700,  Nov.  10,  1915)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1097. 
American  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  F-506,  Order  No.  153,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R. 
]917E,  211. 
id.   (Or.  F-506,  Order  No.  153,  Dec.  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
id.   (III.  No.  5067,  Feb.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 
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American  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (La.  No.  2657,  Order  No.  2106,  July  18,  1917} 

P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
id.  Denmark  Condensed  Milk  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  211. 
American  Security  &  T.  Co.,  Re  (D.  C,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2402,  Order  No. 

217,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1060. 
American  Sheet  &  Tin  Plate  Co.  v.  Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  CJo.   (Ind.  No. 

2351,  Feb.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1095. 
id.  V.  Pittsburgh  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2365,  Feb.  16, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1095. 
American  Society  of  Equity  v.  St.  Croix  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Oct.  31,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  215. 
American  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (III.  No.  6567,  April  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1014. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3023,  June  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
American  Tie  &  Timber  Co.,  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917D,  728. 
American  Wood  Rim  Co.  v.  Collyer    (Mich.  D-1165,  June  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  977. 
Amesbury  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1058. 
id.  (Mass.  Bd.  of  Gas  and  El.  Comrs.  July  3.  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1066. 
Amhert  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  May  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
Amsden,  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
Anderson  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.   (Ill  No.  5873,  June  29,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  88. 
Anderson  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4585,  Application  No.  2858, 

Aug.  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
Andrew  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mo.  Case  No.  1180,  April  9, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1068. 
Andrews,  Wardlow  v.  (Tex.  Civ.  App.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
Androscoggin  Electric  Co.,  Pearson  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  87. 
Angelina  &  N.  River  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Circular  No.  6187,  Oct.  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
Aniwa  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Sept.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.,  Ithaca  v.   (Mich.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 

id.  Ohio  &  M.  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
Annual  Reports,   Re    (Idaho,   General  Order   No.   12,  Jan.   2,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1023. 

id.  (Ariz.  General  Order  No.  51,  Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 

Ansonia,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2262,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1054. 

Anson  Water  Dist.,  Re  (Me.  U-198,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  934. 

Antle  V.  Lake  Erie  A  W.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2704,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1014. 
Antrim-Bennington  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-372,  Dec.  28, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E?  720. 

id.  (N.  H.  D-372,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.E.1917E,  721. 
Apopka  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Fla.  Order  No.  551,  File  No.  T-148,  April  10, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
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Arbuckle  v.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  1807,  Nov.  25, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 

Arcade  A  A.  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Nos.  6036,  6037,  June 

12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  915. 
Arcadia,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4368,  Application  No.  2875,  June  2, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 

Arcadia  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-157,  Order  No.  389, 

Nov.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
Arco,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-165,  Order  No.  414,  Feb.  3,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1078. 
ArenzviUe  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  5769,  Jan.  3,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1080. 
id.  (ni.  No.  6759,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1136, 
Argyle  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5900,  Sept 

18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  935. 
Arias  v.  Cebu  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.  Case  No.  806,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1097. 
id.  V.  Cebu  Teleph.  Co.   (Philippine,  Case  No.  806,  Sept  5,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
Arizona  &  N.  M.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.  A.  C.  C.  Docket  No.  343,  Dec.  20, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  253. 

id.   (Ariz.  A.  C.  C.  Docket  No.  343,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  386. 
id.   (Ariz.  A.  C.  C.  Docket  No.  343,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  387. 
id.  State  Corp.  Commission  v.  (N.  M.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
Arizona  Corp.  Commission  v.  Southern  P.  Co.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  332, 

Nov.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 
Arizona  Eastern  R.  Co.,  Temple  Mill.  Co.  v.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1084. 
Arizona  Electric  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  .367,  Dec.  26,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
Arizona  Extension  R.  CJo.,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  411,  April  3,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1042. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  411,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1014. 
Arizona  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  405,  March  26,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1041. 
Arizona  Gold  Hill  Min.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Permit  No.  1001,  Investment  Co. 

No.  144,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
Arizona  Steam  Generating  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  397,  398,  March 
29,1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  993. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  397  A  398,  March  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 
1042. 
Arkansas  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Smith  (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1903,  71  Ark.  189,  71  S.  W. 

947)  P.U.R.1917E,  894. 
Arkansas,  L.  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  No.  2682,  Order  No.  2064,  Jan.  18, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.   (La.  No.  2582,  July  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  974. 
Arkansas  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  966,  April  14,  19171* 

P.U.R.1917E,  1049. 
Arlington  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  June  24,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1076. 
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Arlington  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  1452,  Dec.  6,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1097. 
id.  (Kan.  No.  1451,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1097. 
Annstrong,  Holmes  Electric  Protective  Co.  v.   (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  641. 
Arnett  Teleph.  Co.,  Bradshaw  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Arnold  Teleph.  Co.,  Cox  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1119. 
Aroostook  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  189,  Sept.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917  A,  1055.     . 
Arthur  Mut.  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6177,  May  14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
Asbury  Park  v.  New  York  A  L.  B.  R.  Co.  (N.  J.  Sept.  10,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  919. 
id.  West  V.  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
id.  West  V.  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  902. 
Ashby  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R,  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1186,  Aug.  27,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
Ashland  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Commercial  Club  v.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1917D, 

1010. 
Ashland  Water  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1067. 
Ashmore  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Allen  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 

id.  Allen  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  151. 
Ashtabula  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  980,  Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1093. 
Ashville  &  P.  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5824, 

Dec.  27,  1016)  P.U.R.1917B,  1152. 
Associated  Press,  Postal  Teleg.  Cable  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  App.  Div.)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  214. 
Aston,  Sacramento  Valley  Electric  R.  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  10. 
Astoria  v.  Spokane,  P.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Or.  D-619,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 

252,  Sept.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F.  922. 
Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4125,  Aug.  25,  1915)   P.U.R. 
1917A,  1133. 
id.   (111.  4337,  Dec.  23,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1134. 
id.   (111.  No.  L-1334,  March  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1135. 
id,   (111.  No.  4802,  June  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  L-1526,  June  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138. 
.     id.   (111.  No.  L-1617,  July  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138. 
id.   (111.  No.  5282,  July  20.  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1139. 
id.   (111.  No.  4728,  July  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1091. 
id.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2532,  Order  No.  1109,  Aug.  23,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1120. 
id.   (111.  T-239,  Sept.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1092. 
id.   (111.  No.  6140,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1092. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3717,  Application  No.  2396,  Sept.  28,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1052. 
id.   (Okla.  Proposed  Order  No.  45,  Order  No.  1146,  October,  1916) 
P.U.R,1917D,  1032. 
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AtchUon,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1089,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R. 

596,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  19. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.   1089,  Dec.  4,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  696) 

P.U.R.1917E,  891. 
id.   (111.  No.  6716,  Dec.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 
id.  (111.  T-264,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1093. 
id.  (111.  No.  4413,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 
id.  (111.  E-661,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1097.  • 
id.   (111.  No.  4153,  Feb.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1034. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4134,  Application  No.  2652,  Feb.  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
id.  (111.  No.  4961,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.   (111.  No.  5848,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.   (111.  No.  6240,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
id.   (111.  No.  6372,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
id.   (111.  No.  6396,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
id.   (111.  T-292,  March  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4189,  Application  No.  2754,  March  19,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1053. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4217,  Application  No.  2729,  March  31,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1101. 
id.   (III.  No.  3178,  April  23,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  1003. 
id.  (111.  No.  6881,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  No.  5918,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  (111.  No.  6898,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 
id.   (111.  T-326,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.   (111.  No.  6772,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
id.   (111.  No.  6663,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  973. 
id.   (III.  No.  7121,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  944. 
id.   (111.  T-356.  Sept.  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  953. 
id.  American  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
id.  American  Brick  &  Tile  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
id.  Calvert  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  386. 

id.  Colorado  Springs  &  I.  R.  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1069. 
id.  Colorado  Springs  &  I.  R.  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1070. 
id.  Cooper  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
id.  Cotton  Seed  Products  Co.  v.   (Okla.)  P.IT.R.1917D,  1032. 
id.  Cushing  Acid  Works  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
id.  Darling  &  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 

id.  Farmers  &  Business  Men's  Asso.  v.  (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1114, 
id.  Ft.  Towson  White  Lime  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
id.  Hardesty  Mfg.  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  22. 
id.  Hartman  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.19nC,  1101. 
id.  Kramer  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  382. 
id.  Maloney  Tank  Mfg.  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
id.  Mid-Co.  Gasoline  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
id.  Oklahoma  Bridge  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  20.  ' 

id.  Oklahoma  Cotton  Seed  Crushers  Asso.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1123. 
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Atoliison,  T.  A  S.  F.  B.  Co.,  Re  v.  State  (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.  1913,  —  Okla. 
— ,  166  Pac.  125)  P.U.R.1917E,  938. 
id.  State  Public  UtUities  Commission  v.    (111.)   P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.  Sulphur  v.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  698. 
id.  Union  Traction  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
Atlanta,  Hazelton  v.  (Ga.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  902. 
id.  Hazleton  v.  (Ga.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  902. 
Atlanto  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re^  (111.  Consolidated  Nos.  6925,  6926, 

Oct.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  955. 
Atlantic  City,  Re  (N.  J.  Sept.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
Atlantic  Coi^st  Line  R.  Co.,  Re  (Fla.  Order  No.  541,  File  No.  3740,  Jan. 
5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1101. 
id.  Byrd  v,  (S.  C.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  213. 
id.  Kinston  v.   (N.  C.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Atlantic  Shore  R.  Co.,  Re    (Me.  R.  R.  241.1,  April  21,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  933. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  280,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 
Atlas  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 

Case  No.  5600,  June  21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
Attica  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2798,  March  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1065. 
Atwater  v.  Montclair  Water  Co.   (N.  J.  Feb.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

223. 
Auburn,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2889,  Aug.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F.  956. 
Auburn  &  S.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6256,  Oct.  19, 1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6636,  June,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6637,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  991. 
Aufderheide  (Commission  Co.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case 

No.  736,  Dec.  22,  1915)   P.U.R.1917A,  1097. 
Augusta,  G.  &  B.  S.  B.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-No.  145,  June  30,  1916)  P.U.R; 

1917A,  1095. 
Augusta  Light  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  June  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 
1052. 
id.   (Wis.  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  165. 
Aurora  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Or.  F-562,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  197,  May 

17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
Aurora,  E,  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  3856,  Dec.  2,  1915)   P.U.R.1917A, 
1134. 
id.   (111.  No.  5079,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138. 
id.   (III.  T~199,  June  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  4799,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  No.  4955,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 
id.   (111.  No.  6661,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
id.   (111.  No.  6216,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 
id.  Luttringhaus  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1075. 
Aurora,  P.  k  J.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6261,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1047. 
id.   (111.  No.  6261,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1047. 
id.   (111.  No.  6914,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1064. 
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Automatic  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  60^6,  Jan.  30,  1917)  P.U.R 

1917C,  1097. 
Automobile  Traffic,  Re   (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  351  &  356,  Oct.  31,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1007. 
Avalon  Park  Improv.  Club  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (111.  ifo.  3863,  Feb. 

14,  1917)  P.U.R.X917C,  1102. 
Avondale  v.  Kansas  City,  C.  C.  &  St.  J.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1039, 

Sept.  22,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S..C.  R.  335)  P.U.R.19nC,  1104. 
Ayers,  Re  (Me.  U.  189,  June  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  911. 
Badger  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  May  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1051. 
Badger  State  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Dec.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E, 

398. 
Badger  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  July  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1053. 
id.  Haugh  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
id.  Jansky  V.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
Bailey  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  No.  75,  Jan.  23,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917D,  87. 
Bairstow  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  4571,  March  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 
Bakeman,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4236,  Application  No.  2753,  April  7, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4236,  Application  No.  2753,  April  7,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D.  1045. 
Baker,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5794,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.XJ.R.i917E, 
1008. 
id.  (Or.  F.640,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  236,  Aug.  14,  1917)  P.UJt. 

1917F,  926. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6053,  Aug.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  918. 
Baldwin,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3898,  Application  No.  2607,  Nov.  25, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
id.  (N.  H.  D.355,  Nov.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  A  0.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  March  21,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1082. 
Baldwin  Park  Domestic  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4169,  Applica- 
tion Nos.  2538,  2539,  March  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
Baldwin  Park  Electric  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4169,  Applica- 
tion Nos.  2538,  2539,  March  7,  1917)  P.rj.R.1917D,  1044. 
Baldwin  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Wis.  May  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  948. 

id.  (Wis.  May  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
Ball  Clay  Co.  v.  Chicago,  I.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  2834,  April  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 
Baltimore  &  0.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Chicago  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 
Baltimore  &  0.   Connecting  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  E-733,  June   11,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
Baltimore  &  0.  C.  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4724,  March  22,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1136. 
id.  (111.  No.  5007,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 
id.   (111.  No.  5253,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1054. 
id.   (111.  No.  4950,  Aug.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
id.   (111.  No.  5464,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1033. 
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Baitunore  ft  O.  C.  TerttinAl  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6423,  Dec.  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.  (111.  No.  6708,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
BalUmore  ft  0.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  IMst.  No.  5907,  April  1,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
id.   (N.  Y.  8d  Dist.  No.  5980,  April  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No  5944,  April  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (HI.  No.  4868,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.i917A,  1092. 
id.   (111.  E-585,  Oct.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1093. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6296,  Nov.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6424,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (111.  T-320,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.   (111.  No.  6578,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  973. 
id.  Burke  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1065. 
id.  Daugherty  ft  Son  Ref.  Co.  ▼.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  19. 
id.  Galion  Iron  Works  ft  Mfg.  Co.  ▼.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917F,  935. 
id.  Kendall  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  935. 
id.  Rowcna  Stone  ft  Sand  Co.  r.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
Baltimore  ft  0.  S.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Nos.  5882-5884,  May  14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  Madisonville   Business    Men's    Ciub   r.    (Ohio)    P.n.R.1917F, 

493. 
Baltimore  ft  0.  S.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  £-451,  Apnl  28,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1080. 
id.  (lU.  E-466,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1081. 
id.  (111.  E-490,  July  20,  1918)  P.U.R.1917A,  1081. 
id.  (111.  No.  5146,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1139. 
id.  (lU.  E-488,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1189. 
id.  (ni.  B-489,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1139. 
id.  (IlL  No.  4300,  July  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1090. 
id.  (ni.  No.  4246,  July  25,  1016)  P.tJ.R.1917A,  1127. 
id.  (111.  L-1W8,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.tJ.R.1917A.  1140. 
id.  (111.  No.  5377,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
id.  (111.  E-618,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1095. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2538,  Jan.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.  (Dl.  No.  5181,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
id.  (111.  No.  6181,  Feb.  20, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  18. 
id.   (111.  Nt).  6321,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1012. 
id.  (lU.  No.  6220,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
id.   (111.  No.  6841,  March  5, 1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
id.  (HI.  E-677,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1029. 
id.  (lU.  No.  E.674,  March  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1029. 
id.  (111.  No.  6081,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020.  * 
id.   (111.  No.  6083,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 
id.  (ni.  No.  6189,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 
id.   (111.  T-301,  April  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 
id.   (Dl.  No.  6110,  April  26, 1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 
id.  (111.  No.  E-718,  May.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1031. 
id.  (111.  E-719,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1031. 
id.  (HI.  E-782,  June  4, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1032. 
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Baltimore  &  0.  S.  W.  It  Ca,  Re  (111.  E-734,  June  11,  1017)   P.U^. 
1917E,  1032. 

id.  Claremont  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 

id.  Fairfield  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (Ill)   P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
Baltimore  &  0.  Terminal  R.  Co.,  United   States  Crushed  Stone  Co. 

V.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Me.  R.  R.  No.  173,  July  6,  1916)    P.UJU 
1917A,  1095. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  207,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  211,  Nov.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  217.1,  Dec.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  220,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  221,  Jan.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  226.1,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  IIU. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  232.1,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1025. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  233.1,  March  29,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917D,  102«. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  234,  April  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1067. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  243.1,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  251,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  246,  May  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  260,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  264,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  »75- 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  255,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  975. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  256,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  975. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  253,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021* 

id.  (Me.  R.  B.  No.  259,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F.  918. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  266,  July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  975. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  278.1,  July  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  R.  B.  281.1,  Aug.  4, 1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  282,  Aug.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  984. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  294,  Aug.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  297,  Aug.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  294,  Aug.  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F.  963. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  303.1,  Sept.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  284,  Sept.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  952. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  308,  Sept.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.19J7F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  304.1,  Sept.  14,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  934. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  302,  S^t.  21, 1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  918. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  319,  Oct.  16,  1917)  P.U.Ra917F,  962. 

id.  Fernaldv.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 

id.  Hackett  V.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 

id.  Palmer  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 

id.  Trafton  ▼.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 

id.  Van  Buren  Bridge  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 

id.  Wing  &  E.  Box  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Bangor  R.  &  Electeic  Co.,  Rg   (Me.  C.  No.  29,  May  22,  1917)   P.UJL 
1917F,  26. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  326.1,  Oct.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  977. 
Baraga  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  I>-771,  May  8,  1917)   P.UJL 
1917D,  998. 
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Barclay  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Jan.  19,  1917)   P.UJl. 

1917D,  1041. 
Barker  v.  Missouri,  0.  &  G.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2598,  Order  No. 

1157,  Oct.  20,  1916)  P.U.Ra917E,  1024. 
Barkhausen  Coal  &  Dock  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  June  4, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
Barnard,  Re  (111.  No.  6371,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  996. 

id.  (111.  No.  6371,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 
Barr  Clay  Co.  v.  Chicago,  I.  A  S.  R.  Ca  (lU.  No.  2834,  June  9,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 
Barries  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos.  027,  881, 

April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Batchelder,  Re  (111.  No.  6007,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
Batchelor  v.  Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2108,  Aug.  25,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
Bates,  Re  (Mich.  X-6698,  Nov.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
Batesville  Electric  Light  &  P.  C^.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2759,  March  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1055. 
Bath,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  109,  Dec.  1,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1077. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  109,  Jan.  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 
Bath  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6727,  Aug.  14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  996. 
Baton  Rouge  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  New  Orleans,  T.  k  M.  R.  Co. 

(La.  Order  No.  2082,  No.  2575,  March  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1025. 
Battle  Creek  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Moody  County  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D. 

No.  2446,  Oct.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1100. 
id.  V.  Moody  County  Teleph.  Co.    (S.  D.  No.  2446,  Oct.  9,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Baughman,  Re  (Mich.  X-6598,  Sept.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1057. 
Bauman  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  Docket  A-2359,  Dec.  30,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
Bay  aty.  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  Sept.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
Bay  Point  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3948,  Application 

Nos.  2647,  2648,  Dec.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1629,  Feb.  27,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1007. 
id.     (Mass.   P.   S.   C.   1538,   1539,   1541,   1572,    1573,   1591,   1607, 

March  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  594. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1085,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1044. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1683,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1075. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1689,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1058. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1689,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1059. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1689,  May  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1059. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  373,  Sept.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  958. 
Beaumont  Land  &  Water  Co.,  Eason  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917D,  729. 
Becker  County  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (Minn.  Nov. 

11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
Becker-Mahnomen  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  Aug.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

1013. 
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Begg  &  De  Forest,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  965,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R,1917B,  1153. 
Behlow,  Re  (Mich.  X-6611,  Oct.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
Belfast  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-207,  July  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  934. 
Bellingham,  Allen  v.  (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
Bell  Lumber  Co.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co,   (Minn.  Sun.  Ct.  1916, 

Minn.  — ,  160  N.  W.  688)  P.U.R.1917F,  91. 
Bell  Teleph.  &  Mfg.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  March  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1100. 

id.  (Wis.  U-641,  March  81,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1061. 
Belt  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4608,  May  7, 1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1004. 
id.   (111.  No.  5631,  July  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
id.  Lehigh  Valley  Coal  Sales  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
Bement  Electric  Light  &   P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.   6670,  June  4,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1062. 
Bennett  t.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5598,  Sept.  19, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1075. 
Benson  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5624,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1134. 
Bent,  Re  (Wyo.  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
Benton  &  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  203.1,  March  21,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1111. 
Berea  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  982,  Dec.  7,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1154. 
Bergen  v.  CJhurchville  Oil  &  Natural  Gas  Co,  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

5844,  Feb.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1045. 
Berger  v.  Canute  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2864,  Order  No.  1266, 

April,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 
Bergholz  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1169,  June  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

915. 
Bernards  Twp.  v.  Bernards  Water  Co.   (N.  J.  F^.  27,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  866. 
Bernards  Water  Co.,  Bernards  Twp.  v.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  866. 
Berry  v.  Buffalo  ft  L.  £.  Traction  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6798, 

Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1105. 
Bessemer,  Bessemer  Waterworks  v.  (Ala.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  224. 
Bessemer  Waterworks  v.  Bessemer   (Ala.  Sup.  Ct.  —  Ala.  — ,  73  So. 

905)  P.U.R.1917E,  224. 
Bethlehm  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-377,  Jan.  4,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1082. 
id.  (N.  H.  D-397,  Order  No.  632,  April  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D, 

999. 
Beverly  Hills  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4374,  jipplicatioa  No. 

2843,  June  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4373,  Application  No.  2871,  June  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
Bicknell,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2912,  June  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
Bicknell  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2646,  Jan.  20,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  Xo.  2503,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1089. 
Biddeford  ft  S.  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-221,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

934. 
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Bidwell  Slectrio  Co.,  Re  (CaL  Dedgioa  No.  3765,  i^pUcation  Ko.  2406, 

Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
Big  Five  Min.  Co.  v.  Denver,  B.  ft  W.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  No.  98,  Feb. 

24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  900. 
Billings  Utili^  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  628,  Aug.  2,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  960. 
BUI  S.  B.  Line,  Re  (111.  No.  6666,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
Bingham  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Miller  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  687. 

id.  Miller  v.  (Utah)  P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
Binghamton  Gas  Works,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6012,  March  22, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1072. 
Binghamton  Light,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Diet.  No.  E1.-20,  Nov. 

14,  1916)  P,U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Bippus  Tile  Co.  v.  Chicago  ft  E.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2014,  July  7,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1003. 
Birmingham  Waterworks  Co.  v.  Hernandez  (Ala.  Sup.  Ct.  —  Ala.  — , 

L.RJk.l916E,  268,  P.U.R.1916E,  438,  71  So.  443)  P.U.R.1917E, 

224. 
Bisbee-Naco  Water  Co.,  Gunderson  V.  (Ariz.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

id.  Gunderson  v.  (Ariz.)  F.U.R.1917E,  224. 
Black  Creek,  Re  (Wis.  Feb.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Black  Earth,  Mazomanie  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  174. 

id.  Mt.  Horeb  Heat,  Ligkt  ft  P.  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Blackstone  Valley  Gas  ft  E.  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  338,  May  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1040. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  316,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Blair  v.  Toledo,  St  L.  ft  W.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2438,  March  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1068. 
Blanchard  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1134,  May  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

1062. 
Blatchford  Calf  Meal  Factory -v.  Chicago  ft  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (111.  No. 

5096,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
Blatterman,  Re  (111.  No.  5980,  May  14.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
Bledsoe  v.  Terre  Haute,  I.  ft  E.  Traction  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2919,  May  8, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
Blissfield  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-129,  April  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1097. 
Blocker  Boswell  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2743,  Order  No.  1235,  Feb. 

14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D.  1040. 
Block  Island;  N.  ft  P.  Transp.  Co.,  Re   (R.  I.  No.  345,  June  29,  1917) 

PX.R.1917F,  999. 
Blodgett  Mills  v.  Delaware.  L.  ft  W.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

5836,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
id.  v.  Delaware,  L.  ft  W.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5835, 

April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  616. 
Bloomington,  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1065. 

id.  V.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6076,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1067. 
v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  6075,  June  29,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917E, 

1021. 
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Bloomington  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (lU.  No.  5075,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1064r 
Bloomington  A  N.  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  5569,  Oct.  12,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1149. 
id.  (IlL  No.  5794,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1136. 
Bloomington,  D.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  T-222,  Aug.  8,  1916)    P.U.R 

1917A,  1091. 
▼.  Cerro  Gordo  (HI.  No.  6883,  June  29,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E,  1014^ 
Bloomington,  F.  &  J.  Electric  R.  Co„  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  554. 
Blount-Evans  Co.  v.  Inter-Urban  R.  CJo.   (Iowa,  File  D-622,  Dec.  30, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  17. 

id.  V.   Inter-Urban   R.   Co.    (Iowa,  Docket  D-622,  July   6,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 
Blue  River  Power  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  2911,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  1082. 
id.  (N*.  Application  2869,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1082. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  2854,  Sept.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1082. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  2857,  Nov.  10,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1082. 
Blue  River  Teleph.  Co.,  Tyler  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  633. 
Boall  V.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3074,  Order  No. 

1237,  Sept.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Board  of  Public  Works,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6814,  April  10, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 

id  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2730,  March  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1022. 
Boise  Valley  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Idaho  Case  No.  F-156,  Order  No.  386, 

Nov.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
Bolander  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2166,  Aug.  11, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
Bond,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1238,  July  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  652. 
Bond  County  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  5299,  July  30,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 
Bondville  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5592,  Dec.  4,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1134. 
Bonfils  V.  Union  P.  R.  Co.   (Colo.  Case  No.  13,  May  3,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  951. 
Boone  County  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6129,  Feb.  21,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1139. 
Boothbay  Harbor,  Squirrel  Island  Village  Corp.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

770. 
Borchardt  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5837,  Feb. 

20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
Bordens  Condensed  Milk  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis. 

June  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
Borst,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5752,  Feb.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1006. 
Boston,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1638,  May  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
id.   (Mass  P.  S.  C.  1319,  July  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 
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Boston  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6090,  June  SO,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6236,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1113. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6295,  Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6526,  April  24,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  986. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6576,  May  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  988. 
id.   (Mass.   Super.   Ct.  No.  9784,  Equity,  Aug.   21,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  931. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6TO2,  Aug.  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F. 

996. 
Boston  k  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6094,  July  3,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1113. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6150,  Aug.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1148,  Sept.  21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6308,  Nov.  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6422,  Feb.  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  H.  Order  No.  641,  May  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
id.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  No.  997,  April  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1103.  ' 
id.   (Me.  R,  R.  270,  July  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F.  975. 
id.  V.  Amsden   (N.  H.  D-398.  Aug.  2,  1917)   P.U.R. 1917F,  925. 
id.  Atlas  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1110. 
id.  Claremont  R.  &  Lighting  Co.  v.   (N.  H.)   P.tJ.R.1917F,  925. 
id.  Duflfney  Brick  Co.  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.  McDonald  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 
id.  State  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917F,  918. 
id.  V.  Warburton    (N.  H.  D-346,  Order  No.  618,   April  2,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
id.  V.  Warren  (N.  H.  D-7,  Order  No.  619,  March  30,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1079. 
id.  West  Virginia  Pulp  &  Paper  Co.  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1120. 
id.  Whitney  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 

id.  V.  Winchester  (N.  H.  D-343.  April  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1068. 
id.  Yeaton's  Mills  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  492. 
id.  Yeaton's  Mills  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917F,  494. 
Boston  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1734,  1735,  May  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
Boston  Consol.  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Dee.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1017. 

id.   (Mass.  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1017. 
Boston  Development  k  Sanitary  Co.,  Re    (Mass.  P.  S.  C.   No.  1552, 

arch  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
Boston  Kiev.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1695,  Feb.  27,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1029. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1680,  March  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1029. 
id.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1664,  March  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1029. 
id.  Hanunondv.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  595. 
id.  Hammond  v.  (Mass.)  P.U.R.1917F,  596. 
id.  Murphy  v.   (Mass.)   P.U.R.1917F,  596. 
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Boswellft  Vicinity  v.  lUinoig  C.  R.  Co.  (Miss.  No.  4340,  Nov.  8,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1103. 
Boudreau  ▼.  Quincy,  0.  A;  K.  C.  R.  Go.  (Ho.  Case  No.  1127,  Feb.  14, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  523. 
Bouquot  V.  Wichita  Falls  &  N.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3066,  Aug.  16, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Bowe  V.  Jacksonville  R.  &  Li^t  Co.   (111.  Nos.  2698  and  2698-A,  July 

11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  199. 
id.  V.  Jacksonville  R.  &  Light  Co.  <I1L  Kos.  2698  and  2698-A,  July 

11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  208. 
id.  V.  Jacksonville  R^&  Light  Co.  (lU.  Nos.  2698  and  2698-A,  July 

11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  269. 
id.  V.  Jacksonville  R.  k  Light  Co.  (111.  Nos.  2698  and  2698-A,  July 

11,  1016)  P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
id.  V.  Jacksonville  R.  &  Light  Co.  (111.  Nos.  2698  and  2698-A,  July 

11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  544. 
id.  v.  Jacksonville  R.  k  Light  Co.  (IlL  Nos.  2698  and  2698-A,  July 

11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  546. 
id.  V.  Jacksonville  R.  &  Light  Co.   (111.  No.  2698,  Dec.  18,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917F,  954. 
id.  V.  Jacksonville  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  2693,  Dec.  18,  1916)    P.U.R 

1917F,  957. 
id.  v.  Jacksonville  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  2698,  Dec.  18,  1916)   P,U.R. 

1917F,  958. 
Bowen  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ga.  R.  R.  C.  No.  330C2,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1047. 
Bowman  v.  Southern  P.  Co.   (Or.  F-629,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  248, 

Sept.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.19nF,  921. 
Boyd,  Re  (111.  No.  4732,  July  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1089. 
id.   (HI.  T-243,  Oct.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 
id.   (ni.  No.  5353,  Nov.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
id.   (111.  T-253,  Nov.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
id.   (111.  T-254,  Nov.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917P,   1100. 
id.   (lU.  No.  5382,  Dec.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 
id.   (111.  No.  6493,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1102. 
id.   (111.  No.  4841,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 
id.   (111.  No.  5556,  Jan.  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 
id.   (lU.  No.  4860,  Jan.  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 
id.   (111.  No.  5351,  Jan.  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 
id.   (Til.  No.  5236,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.   (111.  No.  5995,  Feb.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.   (111.  No.  5412,  Feb.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 
id.   (111.  T-293,  March  5,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 
id.   (111.  No.  5141,  March  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 
id.   (111.  No.  5235,  April  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 
id.  (111.  No.  5390,  May  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
id.   (111.  No.  6155,  l^iay  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
id.  (DL  T-328,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.  (lU.  No.  6935,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.  6629,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  973. 
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Boyd,  Re  (IH.  Xo.  6«13,  July  81,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  97S. 
id.   (111.  T-348,  Sept.  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  974. 
id.   (in.  T-353,  Sept.  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 
Boyes  Springs  Park  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3900,  Application  No. 

2441,  Dec.  2,   1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
Boyleston  Street  Subway  Station,  Re   (^ass.  P.  S.  C.  1691,  Ang.  28, 

1917)  P.U.R.19i7F,  852. 
Bracewell  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  k  P.  R.  Co.    (Iowa,  Docket  No.  A-1801, 

Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1068. 
Brackenridge  v.  Allegheny  Valley  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  1079,  June.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  404. 
Bradshaw  v.  Arnett  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2565,  Order  No.  1127, 

Sept.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Branford,  Re   (Conn.  Decision  No.  2457,  Aug.  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

929. 
Breekenridge  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Colorado  A  S.  R.  Co.    (Colo. 

Case  No.  74,  June  5,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1085. 
id.  y.  Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co.    (Colo.  Case  No.  74,  June  5,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1085. 
Bredeweg  v.  Chicago,  T.  H.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2487,  Oct.  13,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1055. 
Brehm  r.  Chicago,   I.  &   L.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.   2614,   Feb.    16,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
Brenton  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  Docket  A-1197,  Jan.  22, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1102. 
Brevard  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Fla.  Order  No.  630,  Nor.  11,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
Brewer-Neinstatt  Lumber  Co.  v.  Alexandria  &,  W.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2496, 

July  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1095. 
Bridgeport,  Re   (Conn.  Docket  Xo.  2121,  Oct.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1053. 
id.   (Conn.   Docket  No.   2139,   Dec.   12,   1916)    P.U.R.1917C,   1074. 
id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  1983,  Jan.  31,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1054. 
id.  (Ck)nn.  Docket  No.  2120.  Feb.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1054. 
id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2368,  June  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2529,  Oct.  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  951. 
Bridgeport  Hydraulic  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2166,  Dec.  19,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  272. 
Bridgeton  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  P.U.R.1917F,  205)  P.U.R.1917F,  202. 
Briggsvllle   &   B.    S.   Teleph.   CTo.,   Re    (Wis.    July    17,    1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  817. 
Brigham  v.  Chicago  k  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Wis.   Aug.   29,   1916)    P.l  .R. 

1917A,  1069. 
Brighton  Electric  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re   (III.  Case  No.  E-433,  May  4. 

1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 
Bristol,    Re    (Conn.    Docket   No.    2186,    Jan.    9,    1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1074. 
Bristol  k  P.  Tramway  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2433,  July  3,  1917 ) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1028. 
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Bristol  County  Gu  4  E.  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  360,  Aug.  8,  1917)  P.UJL 

1917F,  959. 
Bristol-Plainville  Tramway  Co.,  PerkinB  t.   (Conn.)   P.U.R.1917E,  943. 
BriBtow  Gas  Co.,  Addle  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Bristow  Gas  Co.,  Epps  v.    (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Brodhead  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Aug.  11,  1916)  P.UJL 

1917A,  1076. 
Brogan  v.  Northern  P.  R.   Co.    (Mont.   Docket  No.  586,  Report  and 

Order  No.  189,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 
id.  V.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.  Dooket  No.  586,  Report  A  Order 

No.  189,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1.82. 
Brogger  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.    (Minn.   Sup.   Ct.   1917, 

—  Minn.  — ,  163  N.  W.  662)   P.U.Ra917F,  492. 
Brookhaven,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2923,  June  6,  1916)  P.U.R. 

191 7  A,  1066. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  2923,  June  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1066. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Na  2923,  Oct.  31,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1069. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2923,  July  31,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1063. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4643,  Feb.  15,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1066. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4643,  Feb.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1066. 
Brooklyn  Borough  GJas  Co.  v.  Public  SerTice  Commission  (N.  Y.  Sup. 

Ct.  1917,  57  N.  Y.  L.  J.  No.  66,  June  18,  1917)  P.U.R,1917E, 

345. 
Brooklyn  Electric  Co.  v.  Brooklyn  Tel^h.*  Co.   (Wis.  April  30,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 
Brooklyn  Heights  R.  Ca,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  1452,  April  4, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1011. 
Brooklyn  Teleph.  Co.,  Brooklyn  Electric  Co.  v.    (WJs.)    P.UJ1.1917D, 

1013. 
Brookville   &  L.   Lighting   Co.,   Re    (Ohio,   No.   992,   Dec    19,    1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1154. 
Brookville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2480,  Jan.  12,  1017)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1090. 
Brown,  Re    (Mich.  No.  6994,  March  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1060. 
id.  V.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  14S6,  Dec.  16, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1075. 
Brown  Drug  Co.  v.  United  States    (U.  S.  Dist  Ct.  1916,  235  Fed. 

603)    P.U.R.1917F,  568. 
Browning,  Re  (Cal.  Application  Nos.  2921,  2971,  2979,  3004,  Dedsion 

No.  4527,  Aug.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Brownyille,   Re    (Me.   R.   R.   No.   201,   Oct    13,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1064. 
Bryan,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3082,  July  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  910. 
id.   (Mich.  I>-668,  July  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  912. 
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Bryce,  Re   (B.  C.  Order  Na  20a,  P.  U.  0.  No.  2270,  Feb.  1,  1917) 

P.UJL1917E,  1007. 
Buckeye  Ridge  Co-op.  TelejA.  Co.,  Re   (Wii.  April  18,  1917)   P.U.R. 

I917E,  a98. 
BockhaKmon  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.)  OiBe  No.  466,  Feb.  22, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  198. 
id.   (W.  Va.  Case  Na  456,  Feb.  22,  1917)  P.UJL1917E,  270. 
id.  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  456,  Fd^  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 
id.  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  456,  Feb.  22,  1917)  P.UJR.1917C,  1087. 
Buekinghan,  Re   <Ind.  No.  2723,  Jan.  12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
Bucknam,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   4660,  Application  No.   3185,   Sept. 

24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
Bucyms  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  986,  Jan.  4,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1155. 
Buehner  Lumber  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  140,  F-511,  Oct. 

21,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917A,  1061. 
Buffalo,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  G.  C.  432,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1058. 
id.  (N.  y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2979,  Sept  12,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1059. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  G.  C.   Case  Na  433,  Oct.  5,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1065. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6018,  July  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
920. 
Buffalo  &  L.  E.  Tlraction  Co.,  Berry  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1105. 
Buffalo  &  S.  R.  Ca,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5927,  April  8,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
Buffalo  ft  S.  R.  CJorp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.  No.  6323,  Nov.  28,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1119. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  6446,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
Buffalo  Creek  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6330,  Nov.  29,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6013,  June  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
Buffalo,  L.  &  R.  R.  Ca,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5940,  April  14,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Na  6982,  May  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6335,  Dec.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  6562,  May  5,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1044. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6706,  Aug.  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6707,  Aug.  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
Buffalo  Produce  Exch.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 
5731,  Oct.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.  V.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5731,  March 
28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
Buffalo,  R.  A  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6532,  April  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  986. 
Buffalo,  R.  ft  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  5931,  April  8,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Cd  Dist.  No.  5942,  AprU  15,  191b)   P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
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Buffalo,  R.  A  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dist.  No.  9961,  April  26,  1»10» 
P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5978,  April  i9,  1910)   P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5994,  May  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Digt  No.  6019,  May  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6036,  May  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6037,  May  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  11.30. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6056,  June  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6084,  June  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1017A,  1111. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6116,  July  21,  191«)   P.U.R.i917A,  1113. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6166,  Aug.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
[         id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6219,  Sept.  26,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 
a.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6238,  Oct.  6,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1113. 
d.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6257,  Oct.  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 
d.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6269,  Oct.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  'No.  6263,  Oct.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6276,  Nov.  8,  1916)    P.r.R.19l7B,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6277,  Nov.  8,  1916)   P.r.R.1917B,  1116. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6317,  Nov.  27,  1916)   P.U;R.1'.)1TB,  lllU. 
d.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6343,  Dec.  7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1121. 
id,   (N.  Y.  2d  Di»t.  No.  6354,  Dec.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 
d.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6387,  Jan.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6411,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  lOSO. 
d.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6432,  Feb.  26,   1017)    P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6840,  Feb.  27,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 


id. 


N.  Y. 
1062. 

N;    Y. 

1070. 
N.  Y. 


2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4662,  March  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 


id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6450,  March  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  983. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6600,  April  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  985. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6553,  May  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  986. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6543,  May  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6572,  May  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Ko.  6605,  May  28,  1917)    P.tJ.R.1917F,  981). 

iJ.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6650,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  990. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6633,  June,  19i7)    P.U.R.1917F,  991. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6682,  July  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  994. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6702,  Aug.  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  995. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6718,  Aug.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
996. 
Buffalo  Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6380,  Dec.  26,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917F,  964. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6406,  Jan.  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  965. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6628,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
Buffum  Teleph.  Co.,  McCoy  v.    (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
Burchard,  Re  (Keb.  Application  No.  2950,  Hay  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

998. 
Bureau  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (IH.  No.  5297,  April  30, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  996. 

id.   (III.  No.  5508,  April  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  ser^R^S. 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  621 

Burke  v.  Baltimore  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2616,  Nov.  26^  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1065. 
Barlingame  v.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.    (Cal.  Case  No,  860,  De- 
cision No.  4248,  AprU  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  209. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  869,  Decision  No. 

4248,  April  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  833. 
Burlington  County  Transit  Co.,  Re    (N.  J.  March   13,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  545. 
Burlington   Elevator   Co.,  Re    (111.   No.  5748,  Nov.  27,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1089. 
Burton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  Xo.  2988,  Jan.  17,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
Busch,  Re  (^Fich.  X-6680,  Nov.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1059. 
Bush,  Re   (111.  E-494,  July  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1139. 
id.   (111.  No.  6744,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  973. 
id.  Ralston  Business  Men's  Asso.  v.    (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Bushnell  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1016,  Sept.  26, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
Bush  Terminal  R.   Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6386,  Jan.  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 
Business  Men   v.   New  York   C    R.    Co.    (Pa.   Complaint  Docket   No. 

1067,  Feb.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1073. 
Business  Men  k  Shippers  v.  Cincinnati  ft  W.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  5668, 

Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 
Butler  County  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  686,  March  7,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917  A,  1098. 
Butte  Electric  R.  Co.,  Luna  Park  Invest.  Co.  v.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

595. 
Butternut  Eleetnc  Light  Jt  P.  Co.,  Re   (Wia.  Feb.  19,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1088. 
Byart  v.  Planters  Got^n  k  Gin  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2641,  Order  No. 

1156,  Oct.  19,  1916)    P.U.R.1917F,  935. 
Byrd  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.   (S.  C.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  —  S.  C.  — -, 

90  S.  E.  ISl)  P.UJR.191TE,  213. 
Byron  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2787,  April  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1048. 
Cadillac  v.  Citizens'  Teleph.   Co.    (Mich.  Sup.   Ct.  1917,  —  Mich  — -, 

161   N.  W.  989)    P.U.R.1917E,  962. 
Cadman  v.  Chicago  &,  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Dl.  No.  4384,  June  29,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
Cagayan,  Re  (Philippine  Case  No.  849,  April  11,  1917)    P.UJL1917E, 

1046. 
Cain,  Re    (Cal.    Application   No.   2663,   May   29,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1050. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2663,  May  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
Cairo  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  v.   (111.)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1064. 
Calais  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  R.  R.  311,  Oct.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

904. 
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Calaveras  County  t.  Sierra  R.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3399,  Case  No. 

910,  June  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1063. 
Calezico  v.  Southern  P.  Co.    (Cal.  Case  No.  1040,  Decision  No.  4572, 

Aug.   21,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
Calhoun  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-125,  Jan.  10,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1091. 
Calhoun  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-821,  Oct.  13,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1145. 
California  Canneries  Co.  v.  Southern  P.  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4094, 

Case  No.  876,  Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  253. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4094,  Case  No.  876,  Feb. 

8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  835. 
California-Oregon  Power  Co.,  Re   (Or.  U-F-26,  97,  99,  150,  Order  No. 

211,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  214. 
id.  (Or.   U-F-26,   97,   99,    150,    Order   No.    211,   July    16,    1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  739. 
id.  (Or.   U-F-26,   97,    99,    150,    Order   No.   211,    July   16,    1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  740. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4482,  Application  No.  3009,  July  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  954. 
id.  Grants  Pass  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917F,  852. 
California  Packing  Corp.  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4003, 

Case  No.  1025,  Jan.  11,  1917)   P,U.R.1917C,  506. 
California  Teleph.  &  Light  Co.,  Guisler  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  739. 

id.  Guisler  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917F,  954. 
Calistoga  Electric  Co.  v.  Napa  Valley  Electric  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No. 

3876,   Cases  Nos.   508,   538   and  967   Consolidated,  Not.   15, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
Calumet  &  S.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4868,  April  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1136. 
id.  (III.  No.  6651,  AprU  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 
Calumet,  H.  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  5350,*  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1004. 
Calumet  Western  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  7284,  Sept.  26,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  917. 
Calvert  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.    (Okla.  No.  2500,  Order  No. 

1125,  Sept.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  386. 
Camas  Prairie  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  F-185,  Order  No. 

454,  Aug.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 
Cambria,  Re  (Wis.  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1043. 
Cambria  Light,   Heat  ft  P.   Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6230,  AprU  4,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  995. 
id.   (HI.  No.  6230,  April  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1051. 
Cambridge  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Wis.  June  2,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
Camden  &  A.  R.  Transp.  Co.,  Maghee  v.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E, 

39o. 
Camden  &  R.  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U.  No.  186,  March  7,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917D,  1057. 
Cameron,  Re   (111.  T-251,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 
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Cameron  S.  S.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1170,  June  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 
1068. 
id.   (Mich.  D-117,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1068. 
Campbell  v.   Central   U.  Teleph.   Co.    (Ind.  Xo.  2797,  May  3,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  944. 
Campbell  Bros.,   Re    (Idaho,   Case  No.  191,   Order   No.   392,   Dec.    1, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
Campbell  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3176,  July  21,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1069. 
Campbell  Water   Co.,   Re    (Cal.    Decision   No.    C995,   Application   No. 

2677,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1131. 
Canaan,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2397,  July  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 
Canadian  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  A-2181,  Aug.  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

977. 
Canadian  P.  R,  Co.,  Re   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  218.1,  Dec.  14,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1089. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  275,  July  13,  1917)   P-U.R.1917F,  97». 
id.  (Me.  R.  R.  277.1,  July  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  975. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  292.1,  Aug.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  976. 
Canal  Belt  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio  No.  1013,  Jan.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1155. 
Cancelation  of  G^eral  Order  No.  19,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  2906 

and  2907,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  687. 
Caneadea  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5697,  Oct. 

11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1105. 
Canisteo  Light  9^  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Difit.  Caae  No.  5702,  Dee.  12, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1083. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5702,  April  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 
1674. 
Canton  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  882,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 
1093. 
id.  (Ohio,  No.  833,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1153. 
Canton  Gaa  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5774,  Dec.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 
1079. 
id.  (HI.  No.  5773,  Dec.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1079. 
id.  (111.  No.  5776,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1079. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6026,  Jan.  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.   (IlL  No.  0469,  April  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  995. 
id.   (III.  No.  6468,  April  4,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,   995. 
Canute  Teleph.  Co.,  Berger  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.I1.1917E,  1050. 
Capital  Fence  Co.  v.  Chicago  ft  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Sept.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
Capital  Interurban  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  March  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  999. 
Car  Demurrage  Rules,  Re  (Wis.  May  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  387. 
Cardwell,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1209,  May  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
Carey  Electric  &  Mill.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.  April  30,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1040. 
Carlinville  Clay  Co.  v.  St.  Louis,  8.  &  P.  R.  Co.   (IlL  No.  5069,  Oct. 

30,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 
Carlisle  Gas  &  Water  Co.,  Shower  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  224. 
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Car  lock  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6804,  July  30,  1917)  F.UJL 

1917F,  909. 
id.   (111.  No.  5699,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  944. 
Carlson,  Re  (Minn.  May  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
Carman,    Rq    (Cal.    Decision   No.    4117,   Application    Nos.    2755-2757, 

Feb.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  993. 
Carmichael  v.  Greenville    (Miss.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  —  Hiss.  — ,  73  So. 

278)  P.U.R.1917D,  462. 
id.   (Miss.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  112  Miss.  426,  73  So.  278)  P.U.R.1917E, 

52. 
Carolina  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Johnson  v.   (S.  O.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917D,  452. 
Carpenter's  Bus  Line,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  5741,  Dec  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1152. 
Carrell  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Dl.  No.  7017,  Sept.  5, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  909. 
Carriers  Subject  to  Jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 

No.  6658,  July,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  992. 
Carroll  County,  Iowa  Light,  Heat  4  P.  Co.  t.   (Iowa)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1081. 
Carroll  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2697,  Jan.  20,  1917)   P.UJL1917JS, 

1025. 
Carson,  Re   (Philippine,  Case  No.  822,  Nov.   15,  1916)    P.UJR.1917B, 

1093. 
id.  V.  SkeUy    (Okla.  Cause  No.  2767,  Order  No.  1201,  Jan.  13, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Carson  Water  Co.,  Re  (Nev.  U-l.  k  S.  No.  2,  Juot  90,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1057. 
id.  (Nev.  U-1.  &  8.  No  2,  Juhc  20,  1917)   P.U.J1.1917F,  852. 
Carter  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa,  Docket  A-2138,  Dec.  30, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C  1068. 

id.  International  ft  G.  N.  R.  Co.  v.  (Tex.  Civ.  App.)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1126. 

Carthcge^Esmond   Teleph.    Co.,    Re    (S.    D.   Order   Inf.   Docket   2^14, 
June  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 

Cary  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Jan.  8,  1917)  P.i;.R.1917F, 
617. 

Cascade  County  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  593,  Re- 
port and  Order  No.  185,  Feb.  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 

Casco-Brussels  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Wis.   April   13,   1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 
1119. 

Cass   County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mo.   Case  No.   1172,   Feb.  23,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1004. 
id.   (Mo.    Case   No.    1172,    Feb.    23,    1917)    P.U.R.1917D,    1063. 

Catskill  k  N.  Y.   S.  B.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6556,  May  8, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  987. 

Catskill  Mountain  R.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6014,  May 
24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  916. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6014,  May  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 
1076. 
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Cattaraugus  Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  T.  &  T.  120, 

Jan.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1099. 
Caufield  v.  Monterey  County  Waterworks    (Cal.   Case  No.   949,  Jan. 

25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
Cause  No.  1754  (Tex.  May  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
Cavanagh,  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  528. 
Cavite  Electric  Light  &  P.  Plant,  Re  (Philippine,  Case  No.  844,  March 

27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1040. 
Cayuga  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3009,  June  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1025. 
Cebu  Shipowners  Asso.,  \Re   (Philippine,  Case  Xo.  847,  May  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1010. 
Cebu  Teleph.  Co.,  Arias  v.   (Philippine)   P.UJ1.1917F,  950. 

id.  Arias  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1097. 
Cedar  Point  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Xo.   6455,  July  30',  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  1011. 
Cedar  Valley  Hydraulic  Co.  v.  Floyd  County  (Iowa,  Docket  No.  E-202, 

May  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
Celeridge   Independent  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Xeb.   Application   Xo.   2580, 

June  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 
Central  California  Gas  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Application  No.  2337,  Decision 

Xo.  3997,  JaJi.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1042. 
id.  (Cal.  Application  No.  2726,  Decision  No.  4056,  Jan.  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1043. 
id.  PortersviUe  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
id.  y.  Stockton  Teraainal  &  E.  R.  Co.    (CaL  Decision  No.  3457, 

Case  No.  948,  June  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1069. 
Central  City  Elevator  Co.,  Be   (111.  No.  5749,  Nov.  27,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1100. 
Central  City  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2730,  June  19,  1917) 

P.UJl,1917E,  1069. 
Central  Cold  Storage  Co.,  R«   (DL  No.  5831,  Feb.  12,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1139. 
id.   (III.  No.  7004,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.B.1917E,  1054. 
Central  Contrsft  &  Finance  Co.,  Be   (Ohio,  No.  888,  Nov.  13,  1016) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1093. 
Central  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (III  3d  Supp.  Order  No.  5639,  April  25,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 
Central  Demurrage  k  Storage  Bureau^  Re  (HI  T-351,  Sept.  18,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
Central  Dist.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio  No.  794,  May  21,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1006. 
id.  Rainqr  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  533. 
Central  Electric  Traffic  Asso.,  Re    (Ind.)    No.   1930,  March   2,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,   1093. 
Central  Gas.  Co.,   Re    (Ohio  Xo.   889,  Xov.   13,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1093. 
Central  Heating  Co.,   Re    (Ind.  No.   3375,   Sept.   1917)    P.UJ1.1917F, 

960. 
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Central  Hudson  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Ko.  2401, 

Dec.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1152. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6128,  July  18,  1917)    P.UJt.l917P, 

945. 
Centralia  Gas  A  E.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6442,  April  12,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1051. 
Central   Illinois   Electric  Co.,   Re    (111.   No.    E-601,   Nov.    10,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1158. 
id.  (111.  No.  5640,  Oct.  31,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1158. 
id.   (111.  No.  6739,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  942. 
Central  Illinois  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4923,  May  31,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1145. 
id.  (111.  Case  No.  4932,  May  31,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1145. 
id.   (lU.  No.  E-477,  July  7,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1145. 
Id.   (111.  No.  6262,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1146. 
id.   (Dl.  No.  5263,  July  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1146. 
id.   (No.  5400,  Sept.  5,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1147. 
id.   (111.  No.  5401,  Sept.  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1148. 
id.  (111.  No.  5630,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.   (111.  No.  5630,  Oct.  12,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
id.   (III.  No.  6068,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.   (111.  No.  6075,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.   (111.  No.  6075,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.   (111.  No.  6091,  Feb.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.   (111.  No.  6092,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.  (111.  No.  6304,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1048. 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Co.,  Re    (HI.  Case  No.  4919,  May  4, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 
id.  (Dl.  Case  No.  4918,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 
id.  (IlL  Case  No.  4974,  May  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 
id.   (111.  Case  No.  6107,  May  31,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1145. 
id.  (Dl.  No.  E-480,  July  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1146. 
id.  (111.  No.  5308,  July  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1146. 
id.  (111.  E-509,  July  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1146. 
id.  (111.  No.  6438,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1147. 
id.   (111.  No.  5428,  Sept.  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1147. 
id.   (111.  No.  5476,  Sept.  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1148. 
id.   (111.  No.  5476,  Sept.  5,  916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1148. 
id.   (111.  E-557,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1148. 
id.   (111.  E-558,  Sept.  22,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1148. 
id.   (111.  No.  5475,  Sept.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1149. 
id.  (111.  No.  5570,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1149. 
id.   (111.  No.  6152,  Oct.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1132. 
id.   (111.  No.  5708,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1158. 
id.   (111.  No.  5593,  Nov.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1078. 
id.   (IlL  No.  5786,  Nov.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
id.   (No.  5654,  Nov.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1134. 
id.   (111.  No.  5784,  Dec.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 
id.   (111.  No.  6734,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 
id.  (111.  No.  5718,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1079. 
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Central  IllUiois  Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5812,  Dec.  18,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1079. 

id.  <ni.  No.  5654,  Jan.  4,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1136. 

id.   (111.  No.  6853,  Jan.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 

id.   (ni.  No.  6171,  Feb.  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 

id.   (111.  No.  6239,  Feb.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 

id.   (ni.  No.  6222,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1047. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6262,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1047. 

id  (ni.  No.  6334,  March  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 

id.   (111.  No.  6272,  April  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  995. 

id.  (HL  No.  6279,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  995. 

id.   (111.  No.  6378,  April  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  995. 

id.  (111.  No.  6506,  April  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1085. 

id.  (m.  No.  6405,  April  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1085. 

id.  (111.  No.  6453,  April  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1007. 

id.  (lU.  E-699,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1017. 

id.  (III.  No.  6580,  April  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  996. 

id.  (111.  No.  6755,  May  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 

id.   (111.  No.  6595,  May  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  143. 

id.   (HI.  No.  6763,  May  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1061. 

id.  (111.  No.  6402,  June  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  943. 

id.  (111.  No.  6908,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  943. 

id.   (111.  No.  6911,  June  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 

id.   (111.  No.  6509,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 

id.   (ni.  No.  6882,  June  25,  1917)   P.U.R.191TE,  1064. 

id.  (111.  No.  6515,  Sept.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  909. 

id.   (HI.  No.  7231,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 

id.  (lU.  No.  7267,  Sept.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  955. 

id.  (HI.  No.  7080,  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  959. 

id.  (111.  No.  7087,  Oct  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  958. 
Central  lUinoU  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Rl.  No.  5816,  Dee.  27,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 

id.  (lU.  No.  5818,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6817,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U,R.1917B,  1088. 
Central  Illinois  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  6593,  AprU  16,  1917)  P.U.R.       . 

1917E,  1037. 
Central  Indiana  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2743,  Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1142. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  3007,  July  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1065. 
Central  Indiana  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2605,  Nov.  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1038. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2310,  Feb.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1095. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2753,  March  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Central  Indiana  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2639,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1025. 
Central   Maine   Power   Co.,   Re    (Me.    U-183,    Feb.    13,    1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1143. 
Central  Michigan  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-122,  Jan.  10,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1097. 
Central  New  England  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  5118,  May  10, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 
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Central  New  England  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Di«t.  Case  No.  5118,  May  18, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1063. 
id.   (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    No.    3211,    June    6,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1066. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3211,  June  15,  1016)   P.U.R;i917A, 

1066. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  911,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1053. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  911,  June  U,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1063. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6118,  July  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1063. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5118,  Aug.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1063. 
id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2156,  Jan.  5,  1917)  P.UJR.1917C,  1053. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6899,  Jan.  24,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917D,  1029. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5778,  Feb.  21,  1917)   P.U.Ra917C, 

1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6639,  June,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  991. 
Central  New  York  Southern  E.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6326, 

Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1119. 
Central  New  York  8.  R.  Corp.,  Be   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6535,  April 
30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6675,  July  20,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917F,  993. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6729,  Aug.  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
996. 
Central  of  Georgia  R.  Co.,  Riser  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E, 

14. 
Central  Power  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  833,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 
1153. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3136,  July  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
Central  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  8.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  124,  F-^10,  Sept. 

15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
Central  Public  Warehouse  Co.,   Re    (Ind.  No.   3012,  June  9,   1917) 

P.U.B.a917B,  1654. 
Central  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
id.  (N.  J.  Oct.  16,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  013. 
id.  National  League  v.   (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  $0. 
id.  New  Jersey  Zinc  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  16. 
id.  Scranten  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  893. 
Central  Railroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey,  New  Jersey  Zinc  Co.  ▼.    (Pa.) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 
Central   States  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2660,  Dec.  22,   1916)    P.U.R, 
1917B,  1140. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2792,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  738. 
Central  Trust  Co.,  Los  Angeles  v.    (Cal.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917D,  381. 
Central  U.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6531,  April  5,  1914)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1014. 
id.   (111.  No.  4375,  Dec.  2,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1134. 
id.   (111.  No.  5627,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1008. 
id.   (HI.  No.  5653,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1008. 
id.   (in.  No.  5721,  Dec.  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1008. 
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Central  U.  Teteph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  57«2,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.UJL1W7D, 
1008. 
id.  (III.  No.  9723,  Deo.  18,  ldl6)   P.U.R.IOHD,  1008. 
id.   (III.  No.  6868,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1008.      • 
id.   (ni.  No.  6866,  Dw;.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1008. 
id.  (111.  No.  6067,  Jan.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1008. 
id.   (111.  No.  6117,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 
id.  (111.  No.  6179,  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
id.   (111.  No.  6211,  Feb.  19^  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
id.   (111.  No.  6233,  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
id.   (111.  No.  6084,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  6306,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1014. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2844,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  909. 
id.     (Ind.  No.  2844,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1066. 
id.   (III.  No.  6287,  April  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
id.  (111.  No.  6663,  April  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
id.   (111.  No.  6699,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
id.   (111.  No.  6549,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.117D,  1014. 
id.   (111.  No.  6842,  June  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  942. 
id.   (111.  No.  6666,  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
id.   (111.  No.  6668,  July  30,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917F,  908. 
id.  Campbell  v.   (Ind.T  P.U.R.1917fi,  944. 
id.  Miller  V.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1009. 
id.  Sellers  t.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1012. 
Central  Vermont  R.  Co.,  Re   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2378,  June  20,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2379,  June  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 
id.  Montpelier  v.  (Vt.)  P.tr.R.1917A,  1076. 
Cere8Co,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  Aug.  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
Cerro  Gordo,  Bloomington,  D.  ft  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
Chace  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  240, 

Dec.  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
Change  in  Fiscal  Year  for  Reporting  Purposes,  Re  (Ga.  Circular  No. 
400,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  1023. 
id.   (Ind.  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1023. 
Chapman,  Re  (111.  No.  6068,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1048. 
Chapman  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2486,  Sept.  13,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1148. 
Charlevoix  Rock  Product  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.   (Mich.  D-^89, 

July  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
Chase  Cos.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  Ko.  2874,  June  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

9)6. 
Chateaugay  Branch  of  Delaware  ft  H.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case 

No.  494,  Oct.  31,  1016)    P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
Cheesley  ft  Sons  y.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

1215,  Dec.  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Cheney,  Public  Service  Commission  ex  rel.  Cheney  v.   (Wash.)   P.U.R. 

191 7F,  957. 
Cherry  Valley  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6057,  March  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1060. 
Chesapeake  ft  0.  R.  Co.,  Shults  v.  (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1018. 
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Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Md.  Case  No.  396,  Order  No.  8621^ 
March  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  934. 

id.  (D.  C.  Formal  Case  No.   67,  Order  No.  211,  Hay  2,   1917) 
PJU.R.1917D,  704. 

id.  Heiskell  v.   (D.  C.  Ct.  App.)  P.U.R.1917B»  214. 
Chesterfield  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (111.  N<».  4401,  Nov.  10,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
Chestertown  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  T.  k  T.  126,  May 

1917)   P.U.R.1017E,  1050. 
Chetek,  Re  (Wis.  Oct.  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1019. 
C:^etek  Light  A  P.  Co.,  Vickers  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,»967. 
Chetek   Rural    Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   July    30,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

1016. 
Chicago  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  d(  C.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5134,  Deo.  18,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 

id.  V.  Baltimore  A  O.  A  C.  R.  Co.   (lU.  No.  5133,  Dec.  18,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1065. 
Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4657,  April  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1062. 

id.   (111.  T-817,  May  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 

id.  (111.  T-197,  Juae  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 

id.  (111.  No.  6276,  July  6,  1916^  P.U.R.1917A,  1138.  ^ 

id.  (111.  No.  6309,  July  6,  1916)  P.U.R,1917A,  1138. 

id.  (111.  No.  4797,  July  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1089. 

id.  (111.  No-  5323,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1189. 

id.  (111.  T-219,  July  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1090. 

id.  (111.  T-236,  Sept  5,  1916)  P.U.Ra917A,  1092. 

id.  (111.  L-1691,  Sept.  22,  1016)  P.U.R.1917A,  1140L 

id.  (111.  Lr-1700,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.RJ917A,  1141. 

id.  (111.  No.  5302,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R»1917C,  1092. 

id.  (111.  No.  5613,  Oct.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1054. 

id.  (111.  No.  5840,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1184. 

id.  (111.  E-629,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 

id.  (111.  T-268,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 

id.  (111.  T-269,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.RJ917B,  1106. 

id.  (111.  T-285,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 

id.  (111.  No.  5472,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 

id.  (111.  No.  6168,  March  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-688,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-706,  April  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6560,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.IU917D,  1037. 

id.  (111.  Nos.  5885-5890,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  96& 

id.  (111.  No.  6647,  May  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  960. 

id.   (111.  No.  6975,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 

id.   (111.  T-349,  Sept.  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  974. 

id.   (111.  T-350,  Sept.  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  974. 

id.  (111.  T-355,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 

id.  Chicago,  &  I.  M.  R.  Co.  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 

id.  Chicago  &  I.  M.  R.  Co.  v.    (Ul.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 

id.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.   (111.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  1014. 
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Chki«o  A  A.  R.  Co,  Goughcrty  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917S,  1021. 
id.  Lockport  v.   (IlL)  P.U.R.1917E,  1018. 

id.  Springfield   Commercial   Abso.   v.    (IU.)    P.U.R.1917F,   1003. 
id.  State  Public  UtiliUes  Commission  v.   (111.)  P.U.B.1017C,  1074 
Chicago  A  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  T-336,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
Chicago  &  C.  River  R,  Co.,  Re   (111.  T-344,  Sept.  13,  1917)   P.U.K 

1917F,  1005. 
Chicago  A  £.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  B-406,  March  16,  1916)  P.U.Ra917A, 

1135. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-436,  April  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 
id.   (HI.  No.  4837,  July  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 
id.   (111.  Ir-1702,  Sept.  22,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1140. 
id.   (IlL   1^1794,   Oct.   5,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1141. 
id.   (IlL  T-250,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.UJl,1917B,  1101. 
id.   (IlL  No.  5352,  Feb.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 
id.  (IlL  T-288,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6368,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
id.   (in.  No.  6369,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
Id.   (IlL  No.  5056,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 
id.  (IlL  T-294,  March  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6359,  March  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
id.   (IlL  T-313,  April  30,  1917)  'P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
id.  (IlL  No.  6187,  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R,1917D,  1024. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  6906-5908,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  (IlL  No.  6541,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
id.   (IlL  T-331,  July  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  953. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6610,  July  31,  1917)   P.UJt.l917F,  973. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6661,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  973. 
id.   (111.  No.  6572,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 
id.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  R.  Co.  v.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1093. 
id.  Fisher  v.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1093. 
id.  Howard  &  C.  Co.  v.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
id.  State  Public.  Utilitiea  Commission  t.   (IlL)   P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (HL)  P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  Swift  &  Co.  V.  (IU.)  P.UJ1.1917D,  1037. 
id.  Willis  Coal  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
Chicago  A  E.  R.  Co.,  Bippus  Tile  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1693. 
id.  Lima  v"!   (Ohio)   P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
id.  V.  Porter  County  (Ind.  No.  2357,  Dec  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1067. 
Cbkago  k  I.  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6318,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

994. 
id.   (IlL  No.  5932,  May  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  V.  Chicago  A  A.  R.  Co.   (IlL  No.  5739,  Feb.  21,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1057. 
id.  V.  Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.   (HI.  No.  5739,  Feb.  21,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1075. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis,  S.  A  P.  R.  Co.    (IlL  No.  6308,  May  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
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Chicago  ft  I.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (tU.  No.  9021,  Sei»t.  26,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1054. 

id.   (111.  No.  6880,  Dec.  18,  1616)  P.U.R.1917E,  1028. 
Chicago  k  J.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6669,  June  4,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917E,  1044. 

id.   (111.  No.  6569,  June  4,  1917)   P.U.R.19nF,  594. 
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id.  Blatchford  Calf  Meaf  Factory  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917D,   1037. 

id.  Brenton  v.    (Iowa)    P.U.R.19170,  1102. 

id.  Brigham  v.    (Wig.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1069. 

id.  Cadman  v.   (lU.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
id.  Capital  Fence  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
id.  Chace  v.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
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id.  Pierce  Co.  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 

id.  Sanders  v.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917E,  894. 

id.  Sanders  v.  (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 

id.  Schilling  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 

id.  Sheboygan  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1063. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1064. 

id.  Waukegan  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1065. 

id.  Wheeler  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 

id.  Wisconsin  Lime  ft  Cement  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  174. 
Chicago  A  O.  P.  Supply  CJo.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.    (111.  No. 

4376,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  16. 
Chicago  A  W.  L  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  E-473,  June  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 
1138. 

id.   (111.  No.  6703,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 

id.   (111.  No.  5860,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 

id.   (ni.  No.  6006,  Feb.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1139. 

id-  (111.  No.  6741,  May  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1035. 
Chicago  A  W.  T.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6500,  April  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D. 

1051. 
Chicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (III.  E-513,  Nov.  3,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 
1077. 

id.   (111.  No.  4280,  Nov.  3,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1133. 

id.  (111.  No.  4291,  Nov.  11,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 

id.  (m.  E-327,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1078. 

id.   (IlL  E-341,  Dec.  2,  1915)   P.U.R.1917A,  1078. 
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id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2901,  Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 

id.  (111.  No.  5436,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1140. 

id.  (111.  L-1669,  Sept.  22,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1146. 

id.  (IM.  No.  6513,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.UJt.l917A,  1141. 

id.  (111.  1)^569,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1148. 

id.  (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  2904,  Sept.  28,  1916)  P.U.Ra917D,  1039. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6466,  Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.BJi017A,  1064. 

id.  (111.  No.  6465,  Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1065. 

id.  (111.  No.  Er-565,  Oct.  6, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  167^ 

id.  (lU.  E-569,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 

id.  (111.  E-568,  Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 

id.  (lU.  E-574,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 

id.  (in.  No.  4440,  Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.Ra917A,  1093. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2917,  Oct.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 

id.  (111.  No.  5581,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (Neb.   Informal  Complaint  No.   4245,  Oct.   12,   1916)    P.UIU 

19a7B,  1111. 

id.  (111.  T-242,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1092. 

id.  (111.  B-593,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  949. 

id.  (IlL  No.  5616,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.UJL1917C,  1064. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2940,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U-R.1917B,  1112. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2922,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 

id.  (lU.  E-599,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.  (IlL  E-606,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.RJ917B,  1095. 

id.  (IlL  No.  5378,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 

id.  (IlL  No.  5380,  Dec.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  llOl^ 

id.  (IlL  No.  5383,  Dec  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 

id.  (IlL  No.  5598,  Dec  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2963,  Dec  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1112. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2953,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1040. 

id.  (111.  No.  5485,  Dec  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1102, 

id.  (IlL  Na  5751,  Dec  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1056. 

id.  (111.  No.  5691,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1102. 

id.  (111.  No.  6838,  Dec  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1056. 

id.  (IlL  No.  5830,  Dec  27,  1916)  P.U.R.19170,  1056. 

id.  (111.  E-620,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 

id.  (111.  E-616,  Dec  27.  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1095. 

id.  (IlL  E-616,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1095. 

id.  (111.  No.  5617,  Dec  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1007. 

id.  (IlL  No.  4730,  Dec.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.19170,  1092. 

id.  (IlL  No.  5604,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1103. 
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Chieago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  B-S2S,  Jan.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  109«. 

id.  (Dl.  T-269,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1092. 

id.  (lU.  T-258,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1103. 

id.  (111.  No.  5639,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1W7B,  1103. 

id.  (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  2990,  Jan.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1112. 

id.  (HI.  T-263,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 

id.  (HI.  No.  6548,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R,1917B,  1104. 

id.  (111.  No.  4867,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 

id.  (111.  No.  6086,  Jan.  29,  1917)  P.U.H.1917C,  1067. 

id.  (111.  E-642,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  949. 

id.  (111.  T-266,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 

id.  (HI.  E-648,  Neb.  12, 1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1098. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-668,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3015,  Feb.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1112. 

id.  (Neb.  No.  3013,  Feb.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1113. 

id.  (111.  No.  6236,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.UJL1917D,  1035. 

id.  (111.  No.  6245,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1085. 

id.  (111.  No.  6235,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 

id.  (111.  No.  5804,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 

id.  (111.  No.  5093,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.11.1917B,  1108. 

id.  (111.  No.  5997,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6!239,  Marck  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 

id.  (111.  No.  6356,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6360,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  10S6. 

id.  (111.  No.  6361,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6363,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6364,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.ltl7D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6367,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6377,  March  6,  1917)  P.tJ.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (m.  No.  6378,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1088. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-675,  March  8,  1917)  P.tJ.R.1917E,  1029. 

id.  (in.  No.  4460,  March  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 

id.  (111.  No.  6388,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1001. 

id.  (HI.  No.  6285,,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 

id.  (in.  No.  6444,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6445,  March  22,  1917)  P.tT.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6446,  March  22,  1917)  P.XJ.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (in.  No.  6447,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (in.  T-297,  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 

id.  (in.  E-^98,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (111.  No.  6376,  AprU  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (in.  No.  6449,  AprU  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 

W.  (in.  No.  6450,  AprU  4,  191 D  P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 

id.  (in.  No.  6451,  Apwl  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 

id.  (111.  No.  6452,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 

id.  (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  3058,  April  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 

id.  (in.  No.  E-701,  April  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (111.  No.  6554,  AprU  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 

id.  (111.  No.  R-705,  AprU  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3028,  AprU  17,  1917)  P.U.R,1917D,  1027. 
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Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6162,  April  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1023. 
id.   (111.  No.  T-311,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1037. 
id.   (111.  No.  T-310,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R,1917E,  1037. 
id.   (111.  No.  6498,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3064,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1027 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3064,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1027. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-708,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 
id.   (111.  No.  5616,  May  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
id.   (111.  No.  6639,  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3103,  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1027. 
id.   (111.  No8.  5891-6905,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3060,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.K.1917D,  1028. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3104,  May  14,  1917)  P.UJ1.19X7D,  1028. 
id.  (111.  No.  T-317,  May  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1004. 
id.   (111.  No.  6559,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  950. 
id.  (111.  E-731,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1032. 
id.  (111.  T-321,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1004. 
id.   (111.  T-326,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.  (111.  No.  6860,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-743,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1033. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  E-744,  E-746,  E-746,  June  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1032. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3121,  June  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  979. 
id.  (111.  T-3«0,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 
id.   (111.  N©.  6079,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.B.1917F,  971. 
id.  (111.  No.  6895,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3142,  July  7,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  980. 
id.  (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  3143,  July  7,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  080. 
id.   (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  3146,  July  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 
id.   (111.  E-762,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  951. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3158,  July  21.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  980. 
id.   (111.  No.  6949,  July  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  951. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3181,  July  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3167,  July  28,  1917*)  P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
id.  (HI.  No.  7020,  July  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
id.  (111.  T-338,  July  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
id.   (111.  No.  6513,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  972. 
id.  (111.  No.  6614,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  973. 
id.   (111.  T-342,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3189,  Aug.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  ML 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3191,  Aug.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3198,  Aug.  11,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  981. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3199,  Aug.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  Ml. 
id.   (111.  No.  7114,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  952. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3227,  Aug.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3138,  Sept.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
id.   (111.  T-345,  Sept.  13, 1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
id.  (111.  No.  7146,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  944. 
id.   (111.  No.  7147,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  944. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digestedf  see  ante,  pp.  S67^S98. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  630 

Caiicago,  B.  A  Q.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7148,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.UJl.l917r, 

945. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3268,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3284,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3287,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3243,  Oct.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3280,  Oct.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.  V.  Cavanagh   (lU.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  278  111.  609,  116,  N.  E.  128) 

P.U.R.1917F,  528. 
id.  V.  Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  6826,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1014. 
id.  V.  Clarke  A  Lucas  Counties  (Iowa,  File  A-2453,  Sept.  22,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  918. 
id.  Cram  &  Sons  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
id.  Highway  Comrs.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  929. 
id.  Illinois  C.  Electric  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6818,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1013. 
id.  La  Crosse  Shippers'  Asso.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
id.  La  Crosse  Shippecs'  Asso.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1132. 
id.  V.  LouUville  &  N.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  5122,  July  6,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917  A,  1063. 
id.  Love  Bros.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  Mclntyre  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  929. 
id.  Marshall  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 
id.  Marshall  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1068. 
id.  Moline  Sand  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U,R.1917E,  893. 
id.  Joseph  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  Rawlings  v.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917E,  892. 
id.  Riverside  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917D,  382. 

id.  V.  Rock  Island  (111.  No.  5197,  June  29, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1063. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis,  S.  A  P.  R.  Co.  (Ill,  No.  6825,  June  26, 1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1014. 
id.  Smith  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  895. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  Titus  V.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1074. 
id.  V.  Vandalia  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6120,  June  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1053. 
id.  Wilson  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917C,  1082. 
id.  Wright  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
Chicago  Bridge  A  Iron  Co.  v.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  A  St.  L.  R,  Co.  (111.  No. 

5733,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 
Chicago  City  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  4365,  Dec.  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1134. 
id.   (111.  No.  6630,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  996. 
Chicago,  D.  A  C.  G.  T.  Junction  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6403,  June  23, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1055. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6403,  June  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1055. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6403,  June  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1066. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6403,  July  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6403,  July  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1066. 
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Chicago,  D.  k  C.  G.  T.  Junction  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6403,  Aug.  i, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1073. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6403,  Sept.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1073. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6403,  Sept.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1073. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6403,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1059. 
id.  McMorran  Mill.  Co.  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  938. 
Chicago,  F.  L.  &  X.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5673,  March  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1049. 
Chicago  G.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  1^1381,  March  22,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917A,  1135. 
id.   (111.  T-196,  May  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 
id.  (HI.  E-478,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138. 
id.   (111.  No.  6164,  July  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.  6238,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 
id.   (111.  T-249,  Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
id.   (111.  T-252,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 
id.  (111.  T-267,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 
id.  (111.  No.  5754,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1048. 
id.  (111.  No.  3957,  April  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 
id.  (HI.  No8.  5909  and  5910,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  (111.  No.  6347,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.   (111.  No.  6293,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
Chicago  Heights,  Re  (111.  No.  6382,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
Chicago  Heights  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6438,  March  22,  1917) 

P.U.R,1917D,  1050. 
Chicago,  I.  &  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2677,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1038. 
id.  Brehm  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.  Shafer  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.  ShultB  V.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1018. 
Chicago,  I.  ft  S.  R.  Co.,  Ball  Clay  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.tJ.R.1917F,  1003. 

id.  Barr  Clay  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 
Chicago  Junction  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6069,  April  10, 1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 
1095. 
id.  (111.  No.  6868,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1004. 
id.   (IlL  T-335,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  1004. 
Chicago,  K.  A  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  X-6950,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1059. 
Chicago  Live  Stock  Excn.  v.  Fox  &  I.  Union  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5552,  Dec. 

4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 
Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2620,  Jan.  6,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1141. 
id.  (111.  No.  4949,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  V.  Indiana  Harbor  Belt  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2523,  May  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1025. 
id.  V.  Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  2524,  April  30,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1025. 
Chicago,  M.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5076,  May  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A. 
1137. 
id.   (111.  No.  4713,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1102. 
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Ckicago,  M.  ft  G.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No  6066,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, ' 

1100. 

id.  (111.  No.  6401,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1064. 

id.  (111.  T-333,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  1004. 
Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  E-517,  Nov.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1077. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-326,  Nov.  24,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1079. 

id.  (HI.  E-331,  Dec.  2,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1078. 

id.  (111.  E-343,  Dec.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1078. 

id.  (111.  E-348,  Dec.  16,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1078. 

id.  (111.  No.  366,  Dec.  16,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1078. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-366,  Dec.  16,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 

id.  (111.  E-359,  Dec.  16,  1915)  P.U.R.1017A,  1078. 

id.  (III.  E-367,  Jan.  20,  1916^)  P.U.R.1917A,  1079. 

id.  (111.  E«397,  March  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1080. 

id.  (111.  E-434,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 

id.  (111.  E-438,  April  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1136. 

id.  (Wis.  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1131. 

id.  (Wis.  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1131. 

id.  (Wi#.  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1131. 

id.  (Wis.  AprU  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1131. 
51*.^ (UK  No.  E-444,  April  20,  1W§)  P.U.R.1917A,  1144.  . 

id.  (111.  No.  E-464,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 

id.  (HI.  ft-468,  Majr  18,  1916)  P.U.R.ltl7A,  1146. 

id.  (lU.  T^06,  June  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 

id.  (111.  T-211,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1W7A,  1089. 

id.  (111.  E-506,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917Ai  1146. 

id.  (111.  E-tel>  Aug.  B,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1081. 

id.  (111.  T-229,  Aug.  8, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  il27. 

id.  (111.  E-615,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1^17A,  1139. 

id.  (111.  T-238,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  l^9t. 

id.  (HI.  E^fiM,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  11». 

id.  (Wis.  Sept.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1076. 

id.  (ni.  E-647,  Sept.  15,  W16)  P.U.R.lflTA,  1083. 

id.  (111.  E-560,  Sept.  16,  191«)   P.U.R.1917A,  1082. 

id.  (111.  E-^61,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 

id.  (111.  No.  4417,  Sept.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1093. 

id.  (111.  No.  6182,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1093. 

id.  (111.  E-589,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.  (III.  E-609,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1169. 

id.  (111.  E-617,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1095. 

id.  (111.  No.  5424,  Dec.  29,  1916)  P.U.R,1917B,  1102. 

id.  (111.  No.  6203,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1138. 

id.  (Mont.  Investigation  &  Suspension  Docket  A-36,  Jan.  31,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  213. 

id.  (Wis.  Feb.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1074. 

id.  (111.  E-643,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 

id.  (111.  E-651,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1097. 

id.  (111.  E-652,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1098. 

id.  (111.  F^656,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1162. 
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Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  E-653,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.UJt.l017B, 

1098. 
id.   (111.  E-665,  Feb.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1097. 
id.   (111.  E-667,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  3161. 
id.   (111.  T-276,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  J089. 
id.   (111.  No.  6169,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.   (Wis.  Feb.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1066. 
id.   (111.  No.  5288,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.19nB,  1109. 
id.   (111.  T-286,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 
id.   (111.  No.  6375,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
id.   (111.  No.  6395,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
id.   (111.  No.  .5290,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 
id.   (111.  No.  5379,  March  6,  191.7)   P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 
id.   (111.  E-670,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  049. 
id.  (111.  No.  E-673,  March  8, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1089. 
id.   (111.  E-676,  March  8,  1917)  P.U.P.1917E,  1029. 
id.   (111.  No.  6126,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1«17F,  949. 
id.   (111.  E-680,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  949. 
id.   (111.  No.  6185,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
id.  (111.  No8.  6135-6138,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  No8.  5911-5917,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111^  l8t   Supplemental   Order   6154,   May   29,   1917)    PJUJL 

1917F,  969. 
id.  (111.  No.  1^2270,  June  19,  1917)  P.UJ1.1017E,  1038. 
id.   (111.  No.  6737,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 
id.   (111.  No.  6432,  July  81,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  972. 
id.   (111.  No.  7043,  July  31,  1917)  P,U.R.1017F,  102€l 
id.   (111.  No.  7081,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1040. 
id.  Arlington  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1076, 
id.  Ashby  v.  (Mo.)  P.UJC1917F,  925. 
id.  Barclay  v.  (Wk.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
id.  Bordens  CondenBed  Milk  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
id.  Brodhead  v.  (Wk.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1076. 
id.  Carter  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917C,  1068. 
id.  Cary  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  617. 

id.  Chicago  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
id.  Copper  v.  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1131. 
id.  Fox  Lake  Commercial  Club  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
id.  Goodykoontz  V.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917C,  1065. 
id.  Great  Western  Oil  Ref.  &  Pipe  Co.  v.    (HI.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.TJ.R. 

1917D,  728. 
id.  Uenkin  v.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1917E,  893 
.id.  Henkin  v.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1917E,  894. 
id.  V.  Hormel  &  Co.   (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.  1917,  240  Fed.  381)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  90. 
id.  Interstate  Oil  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
id.  Klebe  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
id.  Krause  Mill.  Co.  v.  (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
id.  Krier  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917F,  929. 
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Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  La  Crosse  Shippers'  Abbo.  r.  (Wis.) 

P.U.R.1&17F,  1002. 
id.  Lake  Shore  Stone  Co.  ▼.  (Wis.)  P.UJl,l»17E,  14. 
id.  Lake  Shore  Stone  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917B,  16. 
id.  Lehigh  Valley  Coal  Sales  Co.  7.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 
id.  Loucks  V.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1081. 
id.  Louckfl  V.  (S.  D.)  P.TJ.R.1917C,  1108. 
id.  Lyons  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R,1917A,  1076. 
id.  McEwen  ▼.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 

id.  Madison  Fftrmers'  Elevator  Co.  v.  (S.  D.)  P.UJL1917A,  U42. 
id.  Marx  Bros,  k  Barth  y.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1109. 
id.  Milne  v.  (S.  D.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1142. 
id.  Milwaukee  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1028. 
id.  Milwaukee  v.  (Wis.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  44. 
id.  Mineral  Point  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
id.  Minneapolis  Civic  k  Commerce  Asso.  v.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1096. 
id.  Nekoosa  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1076. 
id.  Oshkosh  Traffic  Asso.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
id.  Palmetier  k  A.  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.UJt.l917A,  1181. 
id.  Portage  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  3069. 
id.  Powers  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
id.  Powers  V.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  17. 
id.  Randolph  Wagon  Works  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1182. 
id.  Reiland  Packing  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  118L 
id.  Schroeder  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
id.  Shermerville  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.  Shusterv.  (Wis.)  F.U.R.1917A,  1132. 
id.  Smith  v.  (111.)  P.UJ{.1917C,  lOW. 
id.  State  v.  (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917P,  668. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (lU.)   P:U.R.1917E,  1010. 
id.  Swift  k  Bryson  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.  United  Commercial  Travelers  v.   (Wis.)  P,U.R.1917C,  1115. 
id.  United  Commercial  Travelers  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
id.  Wauwatosa  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1082. 
id.  Weil  k  Sons  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  386. 
id.  Weil  k  Sons  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
id.  Wilbur  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1084. 
id.  Wilson  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917P,  1002, 
id.  Woodbury  County  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
Chicago  Motor  Bus  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  2190,  Jan.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1007. 
id.   (111.  No.  8305,  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1047. 
id.   (111.  No.  5798,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1049. 
id.   (111.  No.  2190,  Ist  Supplemental  Order,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1007. 
Chicago   Northwestern  R.   Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   L-1385,   April   6,   1916) 

P.U.R.1017A,  1136. 
Chicago,  X.  S.  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6150,  Jan.  18,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1017B,  1137. 
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Chicago,  N.  S.  ft  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HL  No.  6299,  March  7,  1917)  P.UJl. 
1917D,  1048. 

id.  (111.  No.  6577,  May  24,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E,  1060. 
Chicago,  O.  &  P.  R.  Co.>  Re  (111.  No.  6606,  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 
1013. 

id.  (111.  No.  4799,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 

id.   (111.  E-607,  July  24,  1916)   P.U.R.I917A,  1146. 
Chicago,  P.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  E-322,  Nor.  3,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1077. 

id.   (111.  No.  E-456,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 

id.  (111.  No.  4886,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1089* 

id.  (111.  E-617,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1082. 

id.  (111.  No.  4343,  Aug:  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1091. 

id.   (111.  E-594,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

idl   (111.  No.  5248,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1093. 

id.   (111.  No.  6355,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.   (111.  No8.  5928  and  5929,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 

id.   (111.  No.  6470,  June  11,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  1019. 

id.   (111.  No.  6822,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020* 

id.  (IlL  No.  6885,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 

id.  Kenwood  Bridge  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  Tumbull  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 
Chicago  Portland  Cement  Co.  r.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (111.  No. 

4792,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
Chicago  R.  Co..  Re  (lU.  No.  1^1504,  July  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  U38. 

id.  (111.  No.  5435,  Sept  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (lU.  No.  4991,  April  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 
Chicago,  R.  I.  ft  P.  R.  Co..  Re   (Neb.  Ai^lica;tion  No.  2742,  May  9. 
1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 

id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2743^  May  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 

id.  (IlL  T'189,  May  11, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 

id.  (111.  T-195,  May  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 

id.  (111.  No.  4861,  July  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 

id..  (HI.  T-216,  July  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1090. 

id.  (111.  T-231,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 

id.  (Neb.  Applicaticm  No.  2824,  Aug.  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1100. 

id.  (111.  T-237,  Sept.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1092. 

id.  (111.  No.  5138,  Sept  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1092. 

id.  (111.  T-248,  Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 

id.  (111.  No.  6680,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1133. 

id.  (lU.  No.  5730,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 

id.  (lU.  T-253,  Dec.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1101. 

id.  (111.  No.  4777,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1103. 

id.  (111.  No.  5700,  Jan.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1034. 

id.  (111.  No.  5139,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 

id.  (111.  No.  5547,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2843,  Jan.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1112. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2973,  Jan.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1112. 
-   id.  (111.  No.  6237,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 

id.  (m.  T-273,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
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Chicago,  B.  I.  4  P.  B.  Co.,  Ke  (HI.  T-2ao,  F^.  20,  lftl7)  P.U^1§17B, 

1107. 

id.  (lU.  No.  5321,  Feb.  28,  1017)  P.U.K.1917C,  1093. 

id.  (111.  T-284,  Mvdi  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.  (111.  No.  6362»  Mi«-ch  5,  1917)  P.U.B.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6379,  Mardi  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1086. 

id.  (111.  T-299,  March  28,  1917)   P.U.B.1917I),  1021. 

id.  (111.  T-306,  April  3,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917D,  1021. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3058,  Aptil  6,  1917 >  P.U3.1917D,  1027. 

id.  (lU.  4th  Supp.  Order  No.  5639,  April  9,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917D, 

10^. 

id.  (111.  Na  T-309,  Aoril  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917I>,  1023. 

id.  (111.  No.  6153,  Apnl  25,  1917)  P.U.KJ917E,  1053. 

id.  dU.  No.  656a,  April  25,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (111.  No.  6589,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.B.1917D,  1637, 

id.  (111.  No8.  5930  and  5931,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.B.1917F,  962. 

id.  (111.  No.  6157,  May  14,  19^7)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 

id.  (111.  No.  6348,  May  15, 1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (Neb.  AppU«atioii  No.  3096,  May  18,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917D,  1028. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3125,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  968. 

id.  (III.  No.  6566»  Jirae  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1919, 

id.  (111.  Docket  No.  6854,  June  20,  1917)  P.U.B.1917E,  1063. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3139,  June  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 

id.  (111.  No.  6674,  Jime  29,  1917)  P:U.R.1917E,  1014. 

id.  (111.  T-3d9,  Oct.  1,  1917)  F.U.IL1917F,  974. 

id.  Aufderheide  Commission  Co.  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1097. 

id.  Bracewell  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.B.1OT7C,  1068. 

id.  Chicago  A  0.  P.  Siq^ply  Co.  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917B,  16. 

id.  Henry  Marble  Co,  v.  (lU.)  P.U,R.1917F,  1020. 

id.  JohwM)n  V.  (Ofcla)  P.U.R.19170,  1114. 

id.  Lawton  Grain  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  899. 

id.  Loosen  v.  (Okla.)  P.U,R.1917E,  1024. 

id.  McManuB  v.  (III.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1035. 

id.  National  Fire  Prooftag  Co.  v.   (111.)    P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
id.  Parsons  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  17.  « 

7d.  Reinbergv.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 

id.  Road  Coinrs.  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 

id.  Rollins  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.K1917C,  1107. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.19nB,  1100. 

id.  Terra  Cotta  Tile  Co.  V.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 

id.  Tianey  v,  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Chicago,  St.  P.  M,  k  O.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2741,  May  9, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1129. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2719,  June  1,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1099. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2964,  Nov.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3074,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1027. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3128,  July  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1069. 

id.  (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  3074,  Jmly  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  980. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3230,  Sept.  27,  1917)  P.y.R.1917F,  981. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3266,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
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Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  k  0.  R.  Co.,  Re,  Ahnapee  Veneer  k  Seating  Co.  v. 
(Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 

id.  Baldwin  v.  (WU.)  P.U.R.ldlTC,  1082. 

id.  Brogger  v.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  492. 

id.  Ege  Roofing  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917P,  1022. 

id.  Groat  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R,1917D,  1041. 

id.  Groat  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 

id.  Houser  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 

id.  Houser  t.  (Wis.)  P.U.Ra917C,  1115. 

id.  Inter-County  Co.op.  Packing  Co.  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917D,  1012. 

id.  Kindig  Mfg.  ft  Supply  Co.  y.  (Neb.)  P.U.R.1917F,  49S. 

id.  Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Co.  v.   (Wi^)  P.U.R.1917F,  901. 

id.  Olson  V.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 

id.  Rust-Owen  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 

id.  Viking  Club  t.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.19irE,  893. 

id.  Viking  Club  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  894. 

id.  Vinopal  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1109. 

id.  Winter  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1023. 
Chicago,  S.  B.  &  N.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2641,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1044. 
Chicago  Shipping  &  Storage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5418-F,  Nov.  23,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 

id.   (111.  No.  6816,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1064. 

id.  (111.  No.  6099,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1063. 
Chicago  Storage  &  Transfer  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  541&-I,  Nov.  23,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 

id.   (111.  No.  6078,  Jan.  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,1058. 

id.  (III.  No.  6100,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 

id.  (111.  No.  6754,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
Chicago  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4566,  Jan.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1135. 

id.  (111.  Case  No.  E-476,  June  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1145. 

id.  (111.  No.  5039,  July  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138. 

id.  (111.  L-1416,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1140. 

id.  (111.  No.  5477,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.19171>,  1008. 

id.  (111.  No.  6495,  March  28,  W17)  P.U.R.1917D,  1051. 

id.  (111.  No.  6631,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1047. 

id.  (111.  No.  6767,  May  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  941. 

id.  (lit  No.  6830,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1047. 

id.  (111.  L-2269,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  942. 
Chicago  Terminal  Warehouse  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6400,  April  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  996. 
Chicago,  T.  H.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  4534,  Jan.  13,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917A,  1134. 

id.  Bredeweg  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 
Chicago  Union  Station  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4360,  Nov.  11,  1915)  P.U.R. 

1917  A,  1133. 
Chicago,  W.  P.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6901,  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E„1018. 

id.   (ni.  E-790,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
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Chick  V.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  Na  e5,  Jan.  5,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917D, 

1039. 
Chillicothe  Electric  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1047,  March  20, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917D,   1066. 
Chippewa  \::ounty  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  June  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 
583. 
id.  Melville  ▼.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  lllf. 
Choctaw  Lumber  Co.,  Rounds  k  P.  Lumber  Co.  7.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1040. 
ChoUa  Copper  Co.,  Re  ( Ariz.  Permit  No.  lOiS,  Investment  Co.  No.  707, 

Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
Christian  County  Trfeph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6797,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  942. 
Christopher  &  S.  Iron  Works  Co.  v.  Iifissouri,  K.  k  T.  R.  <^.  (Mo,  Case 
No.  11066,  Jan.  5,  1917,  4  Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.  628)  P.U.R.1917D, 
729. 
Chua  Goc  Pin  k  Co.,  Hally  v.  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Churchville  Oil  k  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  G-8,  Dec.  30, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1043. 
id.  Bergen  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Cincinnati  k  W.  R.  Cow,  Business  Men  k  Shippers  ▼.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1110. 
Cincinnati,  H.  &  D.  R.  Ca,  White  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
Cincinnati,  I.  k  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (ID.  No.  4901,  April  20,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917A,  1137. 
id.   (111.  L-1667,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1140. 
id.   (111.  No.  T-245,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 
id.   (111.  No,  6242,  Dec.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
id.   (HI.  No.  6777,  Mareh  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2740,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039, 
id.   (111.  Nob.  5933  and  5934,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3027,  June  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3080,  July  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
id.  Kraul  V.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
Cincinnati,    S.  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Midi.  X-6479,  July  13,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1066. 
id.   (Mich.  X-2839,  Jan.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
Circular  Letter  No.  4  (Vt.  June  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1075. 
Circular  No.  66d  (La*  Case  No.  2684,  AprU  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1025 
id.  No.  4977   (Tex.  May  11,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1122. 
id.  No.  4980  (Tex.  May  12,  1916)  P.U,B.1917A,  1122. 
id.  No.  4981  (Tex.  Hearing  No.  1729,  May  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1122. 
id.  No.  4983  (Tex.  May  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
id.  No.  4984  (Tex.  May  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1122* 
id.  No.  4988  (Tex,  May  30,  1916)  P.U,R.1917A,  1122. 
id.  No.  4990  (Tex.  May  31,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
id.  No.  4992  (Tex.  June  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  4993  (Tex.  June  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
id.  No.  4994  (Tex.  June  1,  1914)  P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
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Circular  No:  499S  (Tex.  June  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  4996  (Tex.  June  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  4997  (Tey.  June  6,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5000  (Tex.  June  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No,  500?  (Tex.  June  6,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1123.   • 
id.  No.  6004  (Tex.  June  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5005  (Tex.  Jujw  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5006  (Tex.  June  9»  1916)  P.UJa.l917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5008  (Tex.  June  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5009  (Tex.  June  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5010  (Tex.  June  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124- 
id.  No.  5011  (Tex.  June  14, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5013  (Tex.  June  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5014  (Tex.  June  15,  1916)  P.U.R,1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5015  (Tex.  June  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5016  (Tex.  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  6017  (Tex.  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  501»  (Tex.  June  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5020  (Tex.  June  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5021  (Tex.  June  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5024  (Tex.  July  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  6025  (Tex.  July  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5030  (Tex.  July  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  6032  (Tex.  July  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5033  (Tex.  July  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  No.  5034  (Tex.  July  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  No.  5035  (Tex.  July  13,  1916)  P.L\R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5036  (Tex.  July  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5037  (Tfex.  July  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5038  (Tex.  July  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5039  (Tex.  July  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5040  (Tex.  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5041  (Tex.  July  20,  1916)  P.UJt.l917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5043  (Tex.  July  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5044  (Tex.  July  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5049  (Tex.  July  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5054  (Tex.  Aug.  0,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5055  (Tei.  Aug.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5058  (Tex.  Aug.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  112S. 
id.  No.  5059  (Tex.  Aug.  25,  1916)  P.L.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5060  (Tex.  Aug.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5061  (Tex.  Aug.  28,  1016)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5062  (Tex.  Aug.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  No.  5064  (Tex.  Sept.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  6065  (Tex.  Sept.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5066  (Tex.  Sept.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5067  (Tex,  Sept.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5068  (Tex.  Oct.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1180. 
id.  No.  5069  (Tex.  Oct.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  No.  5070  (Tex.  Oct.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
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Circular  Ko.  5071  |Tw.  Oct.  14,  191#)  P.U.R.1917A,  112$. 
44.  Ko.  »72  (Tex.  0«t.  14,  1914)  ^.U.R.101TA,  ll«. 
id.  No.  5074  (Tex.  Ot.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1125. 
id.  No.  507T  (Tex.  Oct.  30,  l9ld)   P.U.R.1917B,  1125. 
,  id.  No.  5078  (Tex.  Oct.  80,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  112«. 

W.  No.  6079  (Tex.  Oct.  SO,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  Ko.  doei  (Tex.  Oct.  31,  19W)   P.UJfl.l917B,  1125. 
id.  No.  5085  (Tex.  Nov.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1125. 
id.  No.  5091  (Tex.  Dee.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1125. 
id.  No.  5092  (Tex.  Dec.  15.  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1125, 
id.  No.  3094  (Tex.  Dec.  19.  1916)  P.U,R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  5096  (Tex.  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1125. 
id.  No.  3W7  (Tex.  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  5098  (Tex.  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  6099  (Tex.  JaB.  15,  1017)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116> 
id.  No.  6100  (Tex.  Jan.  16.  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  510!    (Tex.  Jati.   16,   1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  6102  (Tex.  Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  6103  (Tex.  Jan.  22,  If  17)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  5105  ITex.  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B.  1126- 
id.  No.  5106  (Tex.  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.  No.  6107  (Tex.  Jan.  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1W6. 
id.  No.  6109  (Tex.  Feb.  10»  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
M.  No.  6110  (Tex.  F*b.  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1024. 
id.  No.  6119  (Tex.  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.  No.  5120   (Tex.  Match  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1083. 
id.  No.  6121   (Tex.  March  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D»  1033. 
id.  No.  5122  (Tex.  March  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.  No.  5123  (Tex.  Mawh  9,  1917)   P.U.R.lfl7D,  1038. 
id.  No.  6124  (Tex.  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.  No.  6126  (Tex.  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.  No.  6128  (Tex.  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.  No.  6129  (Tex.  April  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 
Id.  No.  5131   (Tex.  April  11,  1917)  P.U.R*1917D,  1934. 
id.  No.  5141   C^x.  June  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
id.  No,  5146  (Tex.  June  12,  1917)  P.r.R.1917F,  1000. 
id.  No.  6162  (Tex.  July  17,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  1000. 
id.  No.  6153  (Tex.  July  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
id.  No.  6170,  Re  (Tex.* Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1001. 
id.  No.  5172,  Re  (Tex.  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1001. 
id.  No.  5173,  Re  (Tex.  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.r.R.1917F.  1001. 
Id.  No.  6174,  Re  (Tex  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F.  1010. 
id.  No.  5175,  Re  (Tex.  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1001. 
id.  Na  6178,  Re  (Tex.  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  lOOJ. 
id.  No.  5179,  Re   (Tex.  Sept.  18,  1917)   P.r.R.1917F,  1001. 
id.  No.  5182,  Re  (Tex,  Sept.  21,  1917)  P.l'.R.1917F,  1008. 
Citizen's  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  v.  Lackawatma  &  W.  Valley  R.  C'O. 
(Pa.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  —  Pa.  — ,  99  Atl.  465)   P.U.R.1917E.  540 
Citiaens  Gas  k  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1004,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1017B, 
1093. 
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Citizene'  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Ko.  1864,  July  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1004. 
Citizens  Gas  Sttpply  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Ho.  2563,  Jan.  6^  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E, 
1025. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2561,  Jan.  12, 1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1045. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2661,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  652, 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2561,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1045. 
Citizens  Independent  Tek;^.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2613,  Oee.  28,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1140. 
Citizens  Mut.  Heating  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3327,  Sept  28,  1917)  P.U.R. 

191 7F,  959. 
Citizens  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-707,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1060. 
id.   (111.  No.  6464,  March  22,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917D,  lOlS. 
id.   (Mich.  T-182,  ApHl  4, 1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1097. 
id.   (Mich.  D-707,  May  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1062. 
id.  (Ind.  Xo.  3068,  June  29, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Mich.  T-137,  July  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1049. 
id.   (Mich.  T-126,  July  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1013. 
id.   (Mich.  T-142,-July  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  912. 
id.  Cadillac  v.  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  962. 
id.  McFadden  &  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.UJR.1917F,  892. 
id.  Traverse  City  v.  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.Ra917F,  166. 
id.  Traverse  City  v.  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  962. 
Citizens  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4545,  Application  No.  3097, 

Aug.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
City  Electric  Light  &  Waterworks,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2659,  Feb.  2,  1917) 
P.U.R.1937C,  1086. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2827,  May  25,  1917)  P.UJL1917E,  ia39. 
City  Electric  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3041,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1025. 
City  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Aug.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  959. 
City  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4118,  Application  No.  2740,  Feb.  20, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1044. 
City  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4108,  Application  No.  2712,  Feb. 
15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1043. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  8612,  Application  No.  2506,  Sept.  1,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
Civic  Club  v.  Westchester  Street  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  DIst  Case  No.  6867, 

July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  939. 
Claggett  v.  Cumberland  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.   (Miss.  No.  4399,  Aug.  8, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1014. 
Claremont  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  S.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6081,  April  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
Claremont  R.  ft  Lighting  Oo.  v.  Boston  ft  M.  R.  Co.    (N.  H.  I>407, 

Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
Clarendon  ft  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  ( Vt.  No.  601,  Dec.  5, 1916)  P.UJU917C,  1074. 
Clark,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4480,  Application  No.  3046,  Jvne  23, 1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  905. 
Clark  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Rt  (Wis.  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  166. 
id.   (Wis.  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  963. 
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Clarke  &  Locm  CountiM^  Cliioago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Oa.  t.  (Iowh)  P.U.B. 

1917F,  918. 
Clark  Electric  .P«w«r  Co.,  GrwitsviUe  City  ▼.    (Utah)    P.UJ1.1917F, 

967. 
Clark  Pressed  Brkk  Co.»  Be   (Ark.  Order  No.  B-193,  Julj  12,  1916) 
P.UJ1.1917A,  1085. 
id.  St.  Loui8»  I.  M.  ft  6.  R.  Co.  r.   (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.UJ1.1917E, 
17. 
Clarksburg  CUis  Ck>.,  Be  (Ind.  No.  2985,  July  30,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F, 

960.  ^ 

Clarks  Hill  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Be  (Ind.  No<  2921,  April  23,  1917) 

P.U.B.1917D,  1003. 
Clamo  V.  Illinois  C.  B.  Co.  (Wis.  July  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1017A,  1063. 
Classification  of  Accounts  for  Electric  B.  Cos.,  Be  (D.  C.  Order  No,  213, 

P.  U.  C.  Na  2257.1,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.B.1917F,  1028. 
Clayman  v.  Water  Power  Light  Co.  (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  B.  245) 

P.UJ1.1917C,  1086. 
Oaypool,  Be  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  389,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.B.1917B,  1075. 
(^yton  ft  Del«ware  Counties,  Schmidt  Bros,  ft  Co.  t.  (Iowa)   P.U.B. 

1917B,  108L 
Clayton-Glassboro  Water  Ck).,  Be  (N.  J.  AprU  2,  1917)   P.UJl,1917E. 

404. 
Clear  Lake  t.  Wabash  B.  Co.   (111.  No.  5597,  Dee.  11,  1016)   P.U.B. 

1917C,  1056. 
Clearwater  Exdi.,  Be   (Neb.  Application  No.  3045,  March  21,  1917) 

P.U.B.1917E,  1049. 
Clement  Lumber  Co.,  Be  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  110,  F-^94,  July  31, 

1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1060. 
Cleveland  ft  E.  Traction  Co.,  Be  (Ohio  No.  1068,  May  11,  1917)  P.U.B. 

1917D,  1067. 
ClcTeland  ft  S.  Bapid  Transit  B.  Co.,  Be  (Ohio  No.  761,  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.B.1917B,  1154. 
Cleveland,  C.  C.  A  St.  L.  B.  Co.,  Be  (111.  E-323,  Nor.  3,  1915)  P.UJL 
1917  A,  1077. 
id.   (111.  E-330,  Dec.  2,  1915)   P.U.B.1917A,  1078. 
id.   (111.  E-365,  Jan.  6,  1916)  P.UJC.1917A,  1079. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-872,  Jan.  19,  1916)   P.U.B.1917A,  1079. 
id.   (111.  E-378,  Feb.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1079. 
id.   (111.  E-384,  Feb.  2,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1079. 
id.   (111.  E-387,  Feb.  10,  1916)   P.U.B.1917A,  1079. 
id.   (111.  iM31,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1080. 
id.  (111.  No.  L-188a.  April  6,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1136. 
id.   (111.  No.  Lr-1384,  April  6,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1186. 
id.   (111.  No.  R-441,  April  20,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1144. 
id.   (111.  E-452,  April  28,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1081. 
id.   (111.  E-461,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1081. 
id.  (111.  No.  B-468,  June  6,  1916)  P.UJR.1917A,  1145, 
id.  (111.  T-207,  June  22,  1916)   P.U.B.1917A,  1088. 
id.  (111.  No.  E-470,  June  26,  1^16)  P.U.B.1917A,  1145. 
id.   (111.  No.  Lr-1399,  July  6,  1916)  P.U.B.1917A,  1138. 
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Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  K-498,  July  20;  1916)  PiU.R. 
1917A,  1053. 

id.  (Hi.  No.  6^21,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 

id.  (111.  IM82,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1081. 

id.  (III.  E-49«,  Jmly  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1^1. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-483,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  llUi 

id.  (lU.  E-519,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1082. 

id.  (111.  E-511,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1082. 

id.  (Rl.  No.  640S,  Aiig.  8,  lfl6)  P.U.R.1917A,  1147, 

>^id.  (111.  B-616,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1082. 

id.  (III.  £-546,  Sept.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  IMt. 

id.  (111.  E-671,  Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 

id.  {in,  K-^83,  0<*t.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1033. 

id.  (111.  E-590,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.  (111.  E^590,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.  (III.  £^92,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.  (111.  E-591,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.  (III.  I>-600,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  lOW. 

id.  (111.  E-608,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1034. 

id.  (111.  E-603,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1095. 

Id.  (lU.  No.  5375,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1092. 

id.  (111.  No.  4447,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1053. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2629,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2628,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2647,  Dec.  1«,  1916)  P.U.R.19irD,  1«3«. 

id.  (111.  E-613,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 

id.  (III.  E-623,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 

id.  (111.  E-626,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1996. 

id.  (111.  No.  S-422,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1017B,  1160. 

id.  (111.  No.  5763,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 

id.  <I1L  No.  6061,  Jam.  15,  1917)  P.aR.1917D,  IMl. 

id.  (111.  E-634,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1097. 

id.  (111.  No.  4990,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 

id.  (111.  No.  6119,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 

id.  (111.  No.  6142,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1011. 

id.  (111.  E-659,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1017B,  1008. 

id.  (111.  E^58,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  lOW. 

id.  (111.  E-647,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R,1917B,  1098. 

id.  (111.  No.  6169,  Feb.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1675. 

id.  (111.  T-278,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 

id.  (111.  No.  6361,  Marcb  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1086. 

id.  (111.  No.  6348,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036 

id.  (111.  No.  6397,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (Ill.T-291,  March  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 

id.  (111.  E-684,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (111.  E-689,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1080. 

id.  (111.  TV298,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 

id.  (111.  E-697,  April  4,  1917)  P.IT.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (111.  No.  6186,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6540,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
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Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re   (lU.  Xo.  4824,  April  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 
id.   (111.  No.  6437,  April  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1017D,  1011. 
id.   (111.  No.  6574,  April  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E.  1012. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2736,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2801,  April  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2757,  April  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
id.   (111.  No.  6226,  AprU  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1001. 
id.   (111.  No8.  5935-5943,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  No.  6034,  May  15,  1917)   P.U,R.1917D,  1024. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-716,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1031. 
id.   (111.  No.  6573,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.   (111.  E-729,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1032. 
id.  (111.  E>-725,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1082. 
id.   (111.  No.  6571,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1019. 
id.   (in.  No.  E-742,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1033. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-741,  June  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1033. 
id.   (111.  No.  4964,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.   (111.  No.  6996,  July  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
id.   (111.  No.  6568,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  973. 
id.  Bolander  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.  V.  Cairo  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  5250,  July  24,  1916)   P.U.R. 

191TA,  1054. 
id.  V.  Chicago  k  E.  I.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2240,  May  13,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1098. 
id.  Consolidated  Indiana  Coal  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
id.  Creba  v.  (111.)  P,U,R.1917C,  1110. 
id.  Elliott  V.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  974. 

id.  V.  Erie  R.  Co.  (Ohio  No.  971,  May  28,  1917)  P.UJt.a917B,  1020. 
id.  Hendricks  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJt.l917A,  1071. 
id.  Highway  Ccmuts.  v.  (HI.)  P.UJt.l917A,  1054. 
id.  Highway  Comra.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  930. 
id,  Hillfthoro  v.   (HL)  P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
id.  Lawrenceville  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
id.  Marion  Coc^rage  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJL19170,  1030. 
id.  Public  Utilities  CommisMon  v.  (111.)  P.UJB.19;7C,  1110. 
id.  Southern  lUinois  Light  k  P.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.B.1917A,  1090. 
id.  V.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission   (111.  Sup.  Ot.  1916,  27$ 

111.  210,  112  N.  E.  689)  P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 
id.  State  Public  I  tilities  Commission  v.  (111.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1070. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1074. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.UJ1.1917D,  1023. 
id.  Woods  V.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.,  Be  (Ohio  No.  1135,  May  21,  191 7 > 

P.U.R.1917D,  1067. 
aeveland,  P.  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio  No.  1129,  May  11,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1067. 
Cleveland,  K.  W.  k  C.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Ohio  No.  1057,  March  22,  1917 > 

P.U.R.1917D,  1066. 
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Clifton,  Re  (Wyo.  Na  48,  May  Id,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  936. 

id.  v.  Wichita  Falls  &  N.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3066,  Aug.  15, 
1917)P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Clifton  Water  k  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  378  k  379,  Jan.  17, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
Clinton,  Re  (Mich.  No.  3119,  April  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  242,  May  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
Clinton  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2616)  P.U.R.1OT7B,  1090, 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2616)  P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  I.  R.  1233,  Nov.  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  950. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2616,  Deo.  80,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1140. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2616,  Dec.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2616,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2686,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2689,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
Clinton  Light  A  Water  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  487,  Jan.  17, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1067. 
Cloverdale  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2933,  Sept.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

1012. 
Clymer  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6842,  April  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1073. 
Coachella  Valley  Ice  k  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4083»  Ap- 
plication No.  839,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1131. 
Coal  k  Coke  R.  Co.,  Sutton  v.  ( W.  Va.)  P.U.R.19170,  1116. 
Coalinga  Homestake  Oil  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3782,  Application 

No.  2366,  Oct.  11,  1916)  P.U*R.1917B,  1076. 
Coal  Rates,   Re    (Colo.   Investigation  and   Suspension  Docket  No.  4, 

April  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 
Cebnm  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U.  No.  105,  June  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Coburn  8.  B,  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-142,  June  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1095. 
id.  (Me.  No.  27,  July  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1010. 
id*  (Me.  U.  No.  218,  Aug.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1010. 
Cock  V.  Terre  Haute,  I.  k  £.  Traetion  Oo.  (Ind.  No.  2460,  Oct  13,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
Coconino  Water  Development  k  Stock  Co.,  Be  (Aria.  Docket  No.  370. 

March  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  998. 
Cole,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4649,  Application  No.  3111,  Aug.  17,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
id.  V.  Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co.  (Or.  P.  S.  O.  Order  No.  182,  F-643, 
April  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
Coles  County  'Deleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6764,  Deo.  11,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1134. 
id.  Westfield-Kansas  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917r,  947. 
ColeyCraig  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3786,  Application  No.  2604,  Oct. 

16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
Collier,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6146,  Aug.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1115. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6498,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  986. 
Colliers  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6717,  Oct 
19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1016. 
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Colliers  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5648,  Oct 
19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1015. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5954,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  915. 

id.   (N.  Y,  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5956,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  915. 
Collins  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Wisconsin  &  N.  R.   Co.    (Wis.  May  31, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  1022. 
CoUyer,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5913,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5938,  April  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5939,  April  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5981,  April  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6133,  Aug.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6134,  Aug.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 

id.   (R.  L  No.  293,  Aug.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  183,  Aug.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1095. 

id.   (R.  I.  No.  298,  Aug.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6294,  Nov.  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  221.1,  Jan.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6393,  Jan.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 

id.  (R.  I.  No.  318,  Jan.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6400,  Jan.  23  &  27, 1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1029. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  223,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.  (R.  L  No.  320,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1125. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6403,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1080. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  225,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.  (R.  I.  No.  322,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1125. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  227.1,  Feb.  21, 1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6427,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 

id.  (R.  I.  No.  325,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.19I7B,  1126:. 

id.   (R.  L  Case  No.  326,  March  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6446,  March  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  982. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  236.1,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 

id.  (R.  I.  No.  328,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  239,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 

id.  (R.  I.  No.  330,  April  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6541,  May  2,  1917)  P.tJ.R.19l7F,  987. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6578,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  988. 

id.   (R.  I.  No.  333,  May  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1083. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6660,  July,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  992. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  266.1,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  975. 

id.   (R.  I.  No.  349,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  999. 

id.   (Me.  R.*R.  291,  Aug.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  976. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6733,  Aug.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
996. 

id.   (R.  I.  No.  365,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  999. 

id.   (Me.  R.  R.  318.1,  Sept.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  977. 

id.  American  Wood  Rim  Co.  v.  (Mich.)   P.U.R.1917F,  977. 
Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wyo.  No.  59,  Sept.  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P, 
1022. 

id.  Breckenridge  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.    (Colo.)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1085. 
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Colorado   &   S.   R.    Co.,   Oakdale   Coal   Co.    v.    (Colo./    P.U.R.1017F, 
969. 
id.  Strontia  Springs  Sanitarium  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P,U.R.1917A,  1086. 
Colorado  Midland   R.   Co.,   Green   Mountain    Falls   v.    (Colo.)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1109. 
Colorado  River  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Application  No.  2738,  Decision 
No.  4194,  March  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1044. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2738,  Decision  No.  4194,  March  21,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1046. 
id.  V.  Colorado  Springs  (Colo.  Case  No.  131,  July  19,  1917)  P.U.R. 
191 7F,  596. 
Colorado  Springs  A  I.  R.  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  A  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case 
75,  Aug.  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1069. 
id.  V.  Atchison  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  No.  75,  Aug.  18,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1070. 
Ooh)rado-Utah  Coal  Co.  v.  Denver  A  S.  L.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  No.  122, 

June  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  687. 
Columbia  &  N.  River  R.  Co.,  Re   (Or.  F-521,  Order  No.  148,  Dec.  1, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  381. 

id.  (Or.  F-521,  Order  No.  148,  Dec.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  383. 
Colusa  County,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3788,  Application  No,  254£i,  Oct. 

16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1052. 
Comertown  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.   (Mont  Docket 
No.  576,  Report  fnd  Order  Na   181,  Dee.  26,   1916)    P.U.R. 
1917C,  1104. 
Commercial  Club  v.  Ashland  Heme  Teleph.  Co.    (Wie.  May  9,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis  ft  S.  F^  R»  Co,  (Mo.  Case  No.  IOO7,  Aug.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.1W7F,  617. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  Nov  2696,  Order  1198, 

Dec.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
id.  V.  Terra  Haute,  I.  A  E.  Traction  Co.   (I?id.  Na  317,  Ai^.  28, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  955. 

Commercial   Teleph.   4   Teleg,   Co.,   Jasper   0>unty   Mut.    Teleph.    Co. 
-   V.  (HI.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
id.  People  ex  rel.  Pearee  v.  (111.  Sup.  Ct)  P,U.R.1917D,  272. 
Commercial  TelejA.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Jan.  17,  1917)  P.U.B.1917E,  215. 

id.   (Minn.  Jan.  17,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E,  1049, 
Commission  v.  All  Railroads   (Miss.  No.  4310,  May  3,  1916)    P,U.R. 
1917A,  1097. 
id.  V.  All  Railroads  (Miss.  Iso.  4308,  May  3,  1916)   P,U.R.1917A, 

1097. 
id.  V.  All  Railroads  (Miss.  No.  4380,  May  18,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917A, 

1097. 
id.  V.  All  Railroads   (Miss.  No.  4204,  Oct.  4,  1916)   P.U.1!L1917D» 

1026. 
id.  V.  All  Railroads   (Miss.  No.  4358,  Dec.  5,  191<t\   P.U.R.1917B, 

1111. 
id.  V.  All  RaUroads   (Miss.  No.  4362,  May  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
1007. 
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Commission  v.  All  Railroads    (Miss.  No.  4468,  Oct.  5,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  978. 
id.  V.  IlUnois  C.  R.  Co.  (Miss.  No.  4446,  Oct.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

978. 
id.  V.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (Miss.  No.  4457,  Oct.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

978. 
id.  V.  Kosciusko  A  S.  E.  R.  Co.    (Miss.  Xo.  4423,  Aug.  7,  1017) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  978. 
id.  V.  Mobile  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Miss.  No.  4149,  Sept.  12,  1916)    P.U.H. 
1917C,  1103. 
Commodity  Tariff,  Re  (Tex.  No.  in-B,  .June  6,  191G)  P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.   (Tex.  No.  3a-A,  June  6,  1936)   P.r.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.   (Tex.  No.  31-B,  June  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
Com.,  Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  v.  (Ky.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Commonwealth  Edison  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  4796,  March  30,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917A,  1136. 
id.    (111.  No.  5031,  June  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138. 
id.    (ni.  No.  5295,  July  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  11.39. 
id.    (111.  No.  5626,  Oct.  23,  1910)   P.r.R.1917C,  1083. 
id.   (111.  No.  5672,  Oct.  31,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
id.   (111.  No.  5575,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
id.   (111.  No.  5671,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
id.   (HI.  No.  5553,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1006. 
id.   (111.  No.  5685,  Dec.  27, 1«1«)  P.U.R.1917B,  1135. 
id.   (111.  No.  6687,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1038. 
id.   (111.  No.  7007.  July  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
id.  Anderson  V.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  88. 
id.  RAthmami  v.  (U).)  P.U.R.1917£),  1039. 
id.  Rathmana  ▼.  (III.)  P.U.R.1917F,  89. 
id.  Rosingev  Go.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F.  932^ 
Commonwealth  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1065 
Con^h,  Re  (Ari«.  Docket  No.  288,  May  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
Comstock  Farmers'  Elevator  Co.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.  Sup. 

Ct.  1917,  —  Minn.  — ,  163  N.  W.  280)  P.U.R.1917F,  688. 
Conoord  Farmers  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb,  Application  No.  2989, 

Jan.  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1149, 
Concord,  M.  k  H.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1707,  Aug.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  939. 
Coney  Island  ft  B.  R.  Co.,  South  Brooklyn  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  (N.  Y.  1st 

Dist.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 
Conference  with  Officials  of  Railroads,  Re   (Md.  Order  No.  3627,  Case 

No.  1341,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  977. 
Connecticut  Co.,  Re  yCoim.  Docket  No.  2132,  Oct.  1916)   P.U.R.  1917E, 
1026. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2136,  Oct.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2128,  Oct.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  949. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2140.  Nov.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2133,  Nov.  3.  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  i6l34,  Nov.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2138,  Nov.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
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Connecticut  Co.,  Re    (Conn.  Docket  No.  2137,  Nor.  3,  1916)    P.TJ.R. 
1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2214,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2211,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2213,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2182,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2243,  Jan.  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2274,  March  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2320,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2321,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2269,  May  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2340,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2341,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1027 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2342,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2354,  May  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2359,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2357,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2358,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1027. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2360,  May  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1»17E»  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2361,  May  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2362,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.lfll7E,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2363,  May  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2366,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.Ra917E,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2366,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  10^8. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2367,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2369,  June  8,  1917)   P.U.Ra«17E,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2404,  June  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1#17E,  1088. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2418,  July  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1W7B,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2435,  July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.in7E,  1028. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2437,  July  21,  1917)   P.tJ.R.1917F,  986. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2389,  July  23,  1917)   P.tJ.R.1917P,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2396,  July  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2439,  July  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2443,  July  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2456,  July  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2474,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2475,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2476,  Sept.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2477,  Sept.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2478,  Sept.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Com.  Docket  No.  2479,  Sept.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2489,  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  938. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2486,  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  939. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2486,  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  939. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2487,  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  939. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2524,  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  939. 

id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2538,  Oct.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  939, 

id.  O'Connell  v.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1017E,  944. 
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Cenneciicat  Co.,  Turner  v.  (Conn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  738. 

id.  Turner  v.  (Conn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  851. 
Connecticut  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (K.  H.  D-352,  D-854,  Jan.  19,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1149. 
id.   (Vt.  No.  485,  Sept.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1157. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-352,  D-353,  D-354,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  998. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-352,  D-353,  D-354,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1063. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-352,  D-353,  D-354,  Jan.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1004. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-362,  D-353,  D-354,  Jan.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1092 
ConsefTative  Invest.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3890,  Application  No. 
2615,  Nov.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  966. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3890,  Application  No.  2615,  Nov.  21,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1055. 
Consolidated  Broken  Stone  A  Gravel  Co.  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C. 

98.1,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Consolidated  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Nos.  2910,  2916,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 
191 7D,  1003. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2848,  April  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1065. 
Consolidated  Indiana  Coal   Co.  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co. 

(Ind.  No.  1904,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.Ii.l917F,  931. 
Consolidated  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Ga.  R.  R.  C.  No.  12,965,  Feb. 

15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1047. 
Constructing  Quartennaster  of  U.  S.  Army,  P.e  (N.  J.  Sept.  10,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
Consumers  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  No.  3021,  Order  No.  ISSl,  Cause 
No.  3021,  Sept.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2840,  April  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1043. 
Consumers'  Power  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1066,  Sept.  26,  1916)  P.tJ.R.1917A, 
1067. 
id.   (Mich.  D-875,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1145. 
Contra  CoFta,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4669,  Application  Nos.  2815,  2816, 

Case  Nos.  1120,  1121,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  929. 
Contra  Costa  County,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3789,  Application  Nos.  2474, 
2480,  2481,  Oct.  16,  1916)   P.IT.R.1917C,  1051. 
id.  V.  Oakland,  A.  &  E.  R.  Co,  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4059,  Case  No. 
1018,  Jan.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1053. 
Converse  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2724,  Jan.  20,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1090. 
Conway  Lumber  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-383,  Order  No.  612,  March  22,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1060. 
Cook,  Re  (111.  No.  6732,  July  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  917. 

id.  v.  Southern  P.  Co.   (Or.  F-569,  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  218,  July 
30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
Cooley,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4212,  Application  No.  2805,  March  31, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  993. 
Coon  Bros.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4871,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 
1012. 
id.  V.  Potomac  Teleph.  Co.   (Dl.  No.  4341,  Dec.  29,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917C,  1097. 
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Coon  Bros.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Poiomao  Teleph.  Co.  <I11.  No.  4341,  Dec.  29i 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  214. 

Cooper  V.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cauge  No.  2649,  Order  No. 

1167,  Nov.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Coos  &  C.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-166,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  No.  278,  Oct.  6, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1015. 

Coos  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-393,  April  18,  3917)   P.U.R.1917D,  998. 

id.   (N.  H.  D-393,  April  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1004. 
Cootes,  Re  (111.  No.  6008,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.Ra917F,  962. 
Copper  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  April  19,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1131. 
Copper  Tungsten  Co.,  Re   (Ariz.  Permit  No.  1002,  Investn^ent  Co.  No. 

708,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
Corcoran  Mill  &  Warehouse,  Re  (Cal.  8  Cal.  R.  C.  R.  7^6)  P.U.R.1917F, 

640. 
Corcoran  Water  &  Gas  Co.,  Re  ( Cal.  Decision  No.  3606,  Application  No. 

2390,  Aug.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
Corning  Light  &  P.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  E1/-18,  Oct.  18,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  E1.-28,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Corte  Madera  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Application  No.  2761,  Decision  No. 

4190,  March  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
Cottage  Grove,  Re   (Or.  F-654,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  267,  Sept.  29, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
Cotton  Seed  Products  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R,  Co.  (Okla.  Cause 

No.  2735,  Order  No.  1243,  Feb.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
County  Ct.,  Re  (Or.  F-473,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  104,  July  7,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1069. 
id.   (Or.  F-497,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  118,  Aug.  12,  J916)  P.U.R. 

191 7  A,  10«0. 
id.  (Or.  F-609,  Order  No.  130,  Sept.  27,  1916)  P.U,R.1917A,  1061. 
id,   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  166,  F-623,  Jan.  2,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1062. 
id.  (Or.  F-553i,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  172,  March,  1917)  P.U.R. 

3917C,  1063. 
id.  (Or.  F-537,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Oder  No.  177,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1063. 
id.   (Or.  D-578,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  196,  May  2,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1016. 
id.   (Or.  F-480,  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  213,  July  16,  1917)    P.U.R, 

1917F,  489. 
id.   (Or.  F-480,  P.  S.  C.  Or,  Order  No.  213,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  629. 
id.   (Or.  F-687,  P.  S.  C.  Or,  Order  No.  221,  Aug.  4,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  921. 
id.   (Or.  F-679,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  259,  Sept.  28,  1917)  P.U.R. 

191 7F,  928. 
id.   (Or.  F-586,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  No.  277,  Oct.  5,  1917)    P.U.R,1917F, 
922. 
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County  Ct.  v.  White  (W.  Va.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  W.  V«.  — ,  L.R.A.1917D, 

660,  91  S*  E.  9&%)  P.U.R.1917F,  Wl. 
County  Road  Comrs.,  R«   (Mkjh.  X-6«8t,  Jan.  ee,  1017)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1077. 
Courtright,  Re    (Cal.  Dencision  No.  46M,  Applioation  No.  3196,  Sept. 

19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
Cove,  Re  (Or.  F-648,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  N«.  Wl,  Sept.  2«,  191T)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  927. 
Cox  V.  Arnold  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Dec.  9,  1916)  P.IJ.R.1917C,  1119. 
Coxey  V.  Luak  (Mo.  Case  No.  956,  July  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 

id.  V.  Lutk  (Mo.  Case  No.  965,  July  £8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  lO.'UJ. 
Coyle  y.  St.  Louig  ft  8.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2450,  Order  1198, 

Dec.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Cram  ft  Sons  v.  Ckioago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.  (Iowa,  Docket  IX-597,  May  1, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.  (Iowa,  Docket  D-5S>7,  May  1,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  Do<^et  No.  D-597,  May  1, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 

Crawford  ft  Bunce  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

203,  July  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917K,  22. 
Crawford  ft  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3030,  July  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  910. 
Crawford  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Sterling  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  892. 
Crawfordsville  Heating  Co.,  Re  <tnd.  No.  3377,  Sept  28,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  960. 
Creal  v.  Farmers  Bushnell  Teleph.  Asso.  (III.  No.  5490,  June  29,  1917) 

P.U.R,1917E,  1047. 
Crebs  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5668,  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 
Crescent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re,  (111.  No.  B-474,  Juhe  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1145. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6065,  May  14,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E,  1047. 
Cripple  Creek  ft  C.  S.  R.  Co.,  Huerfano  Coal  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1017E,  15. 
Crivita  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  July  24,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  1015. 
Crownover  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  2800,  Aug.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1015. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2860,  Aug.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  817. 
Crown  Tire  ft  Rubber  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Feb.  28, 1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1063. 
Crown  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3889,  Application  No.  2349, 

Nov.  21.  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1055. 
Crystal  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-1099,  Jan.  15,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1146. 
Cudney,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6930,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.i917E, 

1008. 
Culbertson  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Jan.  29, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1115. 

Cullom  Electric  Co..  Re   (111.  No.  6650,  Nov.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 
1078. 
id.   (HI.  No.  5650,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  5650,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1134. 

Fof  Tahte  of  Cm9e&  Diffcs^ed,  see  «nfe,  pp.  A07*-<i9S, 
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Cumberland,  Re  (Wis.  U-1067,  Aug.  13,  1917)  P.U.ROfilTF,  866. 
Cumberland  County  v.  Cumberland  County  Peiwer  4  Light  Co.   (Me. 
U-No.  376,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  173, 
id  V.   Cumberland  County  Power  ft  Light  Co.    (Me.   U-No.   170, 

Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  174. 
id.  V.  New  England  Teleph.  ft  Teleg,  Co.    (>fe.  U-Ko.  177,  Feb. 
28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  173* 
Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-No.  168,  Oct.  25, 

1916)  P.UJ1.1917C,  1086. 

id.  (Me.  C-No.  26,  March  27,  1917)   P.U.RJ917D,  1017. 
id.   (Me.  U-No.  188,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917I>,  1057. 
id.  (Me.  R.  R,  290.1,  Aug.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  97a 
id.  Cumberland  County  v.  (Me.)  P.U.Ra917F,  173. 
id.  Cumberland  County  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917F,  174. 
Cumberland  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6208,  Feb.  19,  1917) 
P.UJ1.1917D,  1012. 
id.   (111.  No.  6903,  July  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  ^43. 
id.  (HI.  No.  6969,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
id.   (111.  No.  6970,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
id.  Claggett  V.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1014. 
Cumberland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4353,  Nov.  8, 1916)  P.U.R.1917F, 

034. 
Cuming  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No. 

3042,  April  17,  1»17)  P.UJa*1917D,  1063. 
Currier-Ice  Warehouse  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6098,  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1053. 
Currier-Lee  Warehouse  Co.,  Be  (111.  No.  5418-0,  Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R. 
.1917C,  1088. 
id.   (111.  Xo.  6751,  May  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
Curtin,  Re  (111.  No.  5516,  Dec.  6, 1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  9C1. 

id.   (111.  Xo.  5979,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
Curtis,  Re    (Cal.  Application  No.  2823,  Deeiskm  No.  4887,  June  12, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 

Cnrtiss  ft  W.   Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.   U-013,  Dec.  26,   1016)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  947. 
Cushing  Acid  Works  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No. 

2569,  Order  No.  1129,  Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
Cutsinger,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3274,  Aug.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1017. 
Cuttle  V.  Hanford  Gas  ft  Power  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3999,  Case  Xo. 

945,  Jan.  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
Cuyamaca  Water  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   4195,  Application  Xo. 

2759,  !^Iarch  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1044. 
Dagley,  Re  (111.  No.  7024,  July  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  909. 
Dahlgren  v.  Louisville  ft  N.  R.  Co.   (IlL  No.  6682,  June  12,  1917 > 

P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
Dakota  Cent,  Teleph.  Co.,  Hamlin  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917F,^ 

946. 
id.  Rich  V.  (8.  D.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1051. 
Dale  Teleph.  Co.,  Williams  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
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Baleview  v.  MiDHc*poli8,  St  P.  &  a  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (M<mi*.  Docket  No.. 

582,  lUport  and  Order  No.  182,  Dec  26,  1916)  P.U.K.1917C, 

1104. 
Dalidio,  Be   (CaU  Decision  No.  4644^  Application  Ko.  2770,  8^.  14, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 
Dallas,  Re   (Or.  F-651,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  Noi  246,  S^pt  10,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  927. 
Daouer,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3915,  Application   No.  2597,   Dec.   Q, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 

Dansville  k  Mt.  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  6362,  Dec.  9,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6402,  Jan.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1029. 
Dansville,  U.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6680,  June  25>  1017)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1035. 
Danville  Street  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  7179,  Sept.  26,  1917) 

PXMtlJ>17F,  955. 
Darien  Center  v.   Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  Case  No.  5866, 

March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  896. 
Darling  &  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  k  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  5086,  June  29, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 

Darragh  Co.,  Re  (Ark.  Order  B-169,  S^t.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1017A,  1085. 
Daugherty  A  Son  Ref.  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  O.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint 

Docket  No.  1143,  Feb.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  19. 
Davenport  &  K.  Teleph.  (^.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3177,  July  21, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1069. 
Davenport,  R.  I.  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.,  Knox  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 

id.  TriCity  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 
David  V.  Farmers  Canal  Co.    (Cal  Decision  No.  3929,  Case  No.  1012, 

Dec.  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
Davidson,  Re  (111.  No.  5978,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
Davis,  Re  (III.  No.  6501,  May  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 

id.  V.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6254,  Feb,  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1110. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  Co.  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1916,  235  Fed.  731)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  212. 
id.  V.  Union  Traction  Co.    (Ind.  No.  1649,  July  7,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1071. 
Davis  ft  Brook,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1824-B,  July  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

1021. 
Davisburg,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  Sept.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
Davis  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5663,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1133. 
Dawson  Produce  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Nos.  2884,  2893, 

Order  No.  1268,  April  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
Dayton  &  T.  E.  R.  Co.  v.  Western  Ohio  R.  Co.  (Ohio  Investigation  and 

Suspension  Docket  No.  10,  May  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  178. 
Death  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3928,  Application  No.  2555, 

Dec  13,  1916)   P.U.R.  1 91 7B,  1130. 
Decatur  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  5682,  Oct.  31,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1017C,  1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  5682,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
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Deep  River  Twp.,  Re  (Mich.  X-6897,  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
Defiance  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  974,  March  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1066. 
Degtton  Terminal  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  l^t  Dist.  Case  No.  2lSl,  Sept.  27, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  945. 
De  Haven  v.  Misaonri  P.  R.  Co.  ( Mo.  Case  No.  973,  Nov.  14,  1918)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  246. 
id.  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  973,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  247. 
id.  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  973,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  380. 
id.  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  973,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  882. 
id.  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  973,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  363. 
De  Kalh  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6256,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1012.  * 

De  Kalb-Sycamore  Electric  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7040,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  954. 
Delano  Farm  Bureau  Center  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3622, 

Case  956,  Sept.  1.  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  21. 
Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  May  22,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917D,  1005. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 
Delaware  &   Dubuque  Counties,  Iowa  Electric  Co.   v.    (Iowa)    P.U.R 

1917B,  1081. 
Delaware  &  H.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5918,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5924,  April  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5979.  April  29,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6001,  May  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6006,  May  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6021,  May  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6052,  June  12,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6072,  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6079,  June  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6082,  June  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6130,  Aug.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  0132,  Aug.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  lilTl,  Aug.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6176,  Aug.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6179,  Aug.  25,  1916)   P.UJt.l917A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  0197,  Sept.  8.  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6208,  Sept.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6224,  Sept.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6278,  Nov.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 
id,   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6297,  Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d.  Dist.  No.  6353,  Dec.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6.362,  Dec.  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  ll-i2. 
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Dcfatwiirt  4  H.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dkt.  Case  Xo,  5759,  Dfc.  19,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  3061. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Digt.  Case  No,  5758,  Pec.  19.  1916)  P.U,R.1917C,  1061. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6757,  Dec.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1Q61. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Caae  No.  6756,  Dec.  19,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1061. 
id.   <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6383,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6404,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1029. 
.  id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6410,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6414,  Feb.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6417,  Feb.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  ^030 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6433,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6437,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6440,  March  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6464,  March  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6463,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  983. 
id,   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  348,  March  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1071. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6491,  March  29,  1917)  P.U,R.1917F,  984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6495,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6544,  May  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  965. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5924,  May  15,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1075. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3500,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1075. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.-6583,  May  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  989. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6629,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6644,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6645,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6655,  July,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  992. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  66$1,  July  23,  1917)  P.L.R.1917F,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist,  No.  6683,  July  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  994. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6134,  Ju^y  31,  1917)  P.U.rv.l017F,  920. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist,  Case  No.  6715,  Aug.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6716,  Aug.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6723,  Aug.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  900. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6740,  Aug.  24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

997, 
Delaware  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5983,  May  2,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6044,  June  2,  1916)  P.r.R.1917A,  1108. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6136,  Aug.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6154,  Aug.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A.  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6158,  Aug.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6186,  Aug.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
Delaware  County,  Iowa  Electric  Co.  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
Delaware,  L.  A  W.  R,  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  329,  1915, 

Dec.  28,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1077. 
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Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6910,  Aprfl  8,  1W6) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5960,  April  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6010,  May  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6045,  June  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6080,  June  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6089,  June  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6123,  July  26,  1910)  P.U.11.1917A,  1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6188,  Aug.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6207,  Sept.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 

ii   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6221,  Sept.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6256,  Oct.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6264,  Oct.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6270,  Nov.  2,  1916)  P.tJ.R.1917B,  1115. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6274,  Nov.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6298,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  i5306,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6304,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P,U.R.1917B,  1118. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6339,  Dec.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6340,  Dec.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6455,  March  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  983. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6457,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  983. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6462,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  983. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6505,  April  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  985. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6534,  April  30,  1917)  P.UJi.l917F,  986. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6542,  May  2,  1917)  P.UJ^.1917F,  987. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6560,  May  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6571,  May  16,  1917)  PX.R,1917F,  988. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  0612,  June  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  990. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6615,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  990. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6670,  July,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  993. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  D*8t.  No.  6677,  July  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  993. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6678,  July  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  994. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6697,  Aug.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995. 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6744,  Aug.  24,  1917)  P.U.R  1917F,  997. 

id.  Blodgett  Mills  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 

id.  Blodgett  Mills  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917F,  616. 

id.  Darien  Center  v.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  805. 

id.  Ithaca  Bd.  of  Commerce  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 

id.  Residents  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Delaware  Water  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  1015,  Jan.  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1155. 
Del  Norte  People's  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Application  Na  2959,  Decision 

No.  4398,  June  14,  1917)  P.UJi.l917E,  1060. 
De  Long.  Southern  P.  Co.  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  19. 
Delray  Connecting  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1172,  June  26,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1068. 
Demeritt,  Re  (Me.  U-184,  Feb.  13.  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1091. 
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Demurrage  k  Car  Service  Rules,  Re    (Mich.  D-118A,  April  27.,  1917) 
P.U.R.1017F,  1007. 
.  Demurrage  &  Storage  Bureau,  Re  (Wyo.  No*  46,  May  10,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  1010. 
Demurrage  Charges,  Re   (111.  General  Order  34,  Dec.  4,  101«)   P.U.R. 
1917C,  1089. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.   1110,  Dec.  18,  1916,  4  Ma  P.  8.  C.  R.  61G) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
id.   (Minn.  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
Denison  t.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4625,  Case  No.  1087,  Sept. 

6,  1917)  P.r.R.ir»17F,  969. 
Denmark  Condensed  Milk  Co.  v.  American  Exp.   Co.    (Wis.  Oct.   19^ 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  211. 

Denning  &  Clark,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-179,  Order  No.  432,  May  18, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  994. 

Denver  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Streamer  v.   (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917F,  695. 
Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Colo.  Case  No.  49.  June  20,  1916)   P.U.R 
1917A,  1086. 
id.  (Colo.  Case  No.  49,  June  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
id.   (Colo.  Case  No.  49,  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
id.   (Utah,  Permit  No.  11,  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1017F,  0-2.3. 
id.   (Utah,  Clearance  Permit  No.  1,  Oct.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  953. 
id.  Aker»  Lumber  Co.  v.  {Colo.)  P.U.R.1917A.  1086. 
id.  Grand  Junction  Min.  k  Fuel  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
id.  Grand  Mesa  Fuel  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.  1017E,  385. 
id.  Grand  Mesa  Fuel  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  386. 
Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.,  Colorado-Utah  Coal  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

687. 
Denver,  B.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Big  Five  Min.  Co.  v.  (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  900. 
Denver  Tramway  Co.,  East  Denver  Business  ft  Property  Asso.  v,  (Colo.) 

P.U.R.1017F,  594. 
Depew  V.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2560,  Order  No. 

1184,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Depew  &  L.  Light,  P.  k  Conduit  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6684. 
Oct.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1082. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5683,  Oct.  10,  1910)    P.U.R. 1917B, 

1082. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diftt.  Case  No.  5872,  April  12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E. 
1073. 
Deposit  Eloctric  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat,  Case  No.  5671.  Oct.  19,  lOKJ) 
P.U.R. 1017D,  1015. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Xo.  5955,  May  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F.  915. 
Derry  Electric  Co.,  Re    (N.  H.  D-394,  Order  Xo.  638,  May  4,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  999. 
Designation  of  Agent,  Re   (111.  General  Order  X'o.  37,  Jan.  31,   1917) 

P.U.R.inUF,  951. 
Despatch  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5754,  Nov. 

20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1082. 
Detroit,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  May  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
id.   (Mich.  C-7077,  June  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
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Detroit,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  Aug.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  984. 

id.   (Mich.  C-7077,  Aug.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
Detroit  I  H.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-603,  July  11,  1017)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1013. 
Detroit  ft  M.  R.  Co.,  Fletcher  Paper  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  112G. 

id.  Fletcher  Paper  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917E,  16. 

id.  Fletcher  Paper  Co.  v.  (Mieh.)  P.U.R.1017B,  17. 

id.  Fletcher  Paper  Co.  v.   (Mich.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
Detroit,  A.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1084,  Dec.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1036. 
Detroit,  B.  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-587,  June  23,  1916)  P.U.BL 
1917A,  1066. 

id.   (Mich.  D-587,  July  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 

id.   (Mich.  D-431,  N«v.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1145. 

id.   (Mich.  D-431,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1145. 

id.   (Mich.  D-1156,  April  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1062. 
Detroit  Belt  Line  R.  Co.,  Re  (Midi.  D-1072,  Oct.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1057. 
Detroit  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-276,  Oct.  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1057. 
Detroit  Edison  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-936,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1145. 

id.   (Mich.  D-936,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1146. 

id.  (Mich.  D-224,  March  8,  1917>  P.U.R.1917D,  1059. 

id.  (Mich.  D-936,  June  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1068. 
Detroit,  G.  H.  k  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  X-6851,  Aug.  4,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917  A,  1073. 

id.  (.Mich.  No.  6669,  Aug.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1074. 

id.  (Mich.  No.  6589,  Aug.  31,  1916)  P.UJ<.191TA,  1074. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6579,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R,1917A,  1056. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6053,  Sept.  14,  1910)  P.U.R.1917A,  1073. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6671,  Sept.  26, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1074. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6678,  Oct.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1068. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6579,  Nov.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1086. 

id.  (Mich.  D-276,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.19i7C,  1069. 

id.  (Mich.  D-276,  Dec.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1077. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6053,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.tJ.R.1917C,  1078. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6741,  Feb.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 

id.  (Mich.  D-837,  Feb.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 

id.  (Mich.  D-276,  March  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 

id.  (Mich.  No.  1402,  July  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 

id.  (Mich.  C-7077,  Sept.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
Detroit,  J.  t  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  X-6616,  Oct.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1057. 
Detroit,  M.  &  T.  S.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-747,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R 

1917B,  1148. 
Detroit,  T.  &   I.  R.  Co.,  He  (Ohio,  No.  1038,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 
1155. 

id.  (Mich.  I>-782,  Jan.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1146. 

id.  (Mich.  l)-782,  March  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1069. 

id.  (Mich.  D-782,  May  2,  19J7)  P.U.R.1917D,  1062. 
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Detroit^  T.  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-782,  May  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1017E, 
1066.        . 
id.  N^wleon  Lumber  ft  Handle  Co.  v.  (Ohio)  P.u!r.1917C,  1114. 
Detroit  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  D^1164,  May  31,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  1067. 
id.   (Mich.  D-276,  July  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016.  - 
Detroit  United  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6351,  June  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1056. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6351,  Sept.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1057: 
id.  (Mich.  D-837,  Sept.  26,  1916)  P.U.R,1917A,  1074. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6646,  Oct.  3,  1910)  P.U.R.1917A,  1057. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6068,  Oct.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1074. 
id.   (Mich.  X-666S,  Oct.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1057. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  2819,  Oct.  27.  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6053,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1059. 
id.   (Mich.  D-887,  Dec.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1077. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6741,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1077. 
id.   (Mich.  D^1117,  Feb.  8>  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1148. 
id.  (Mich.  No.  6234,  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  2660,  Oct.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
Dewalt  V.  Lehigh  ft  N.  £.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  411,  Nor. 
17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  381. 
id.  Lehigh  ft  N.  E.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Doclcet  No.  411^  Nov.  17, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  3SL 
Dewey  Portland  Cement  Co.  ▼.  Rounds  ft  P.  Lumber  Co.  (Okla.  Cause 
No.  2763,  Order  No.  1200,  Jan.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
id.  y.  Shelby  Downard  Asphalt  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2751,  Order 
No.  1217,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.B.1917D,  1040. 
De  Witt  Twp.,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  Aug.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  918: 
Dtamohd  ft  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Deeision  No.  4121,  Application  No.  8765, 

Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1044. 
Diamond  Trucking  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1180,  April  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1061. 
Dickinson,  Re  (HI.  No.  6685,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1034. 
id.   (111.  No.  5411,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.tJ.R.1917D,  1007. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1134,  March  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  52. 
id.  (111.  No.  6782,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
id.  Link  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
Dickinson  County,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6453,  Aug.  4, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 
Director  of  Education  v.  Smith,  B.  ft  Co.   (Philippine,  Case* No.  823, 

Dec  22,  1916F  P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Dixon   Water  Co.,  Re    (111.  Nos.   6550,  6551,  June  28,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1064. 
Doniphan  Brick  Works  v.  St.  Joseph  &  G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Neb.  Formal  Com- 
plaint No.  292,  July  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1100. 
id.  V.  St.  Joseph  ft  G.  I.  R.  Co.  (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  309, 
March  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1027. 
Dough  ten  &  Son  v.  Philadelphia  ft  R.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 
Xo.  80.  Sept.  21,  1916)   P.U.R.I917E,  213. 
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Douglas  CoiiBol.   Mines  Co^  Re   (Ariz.  Pwinit  No.  1005,  Invettment 

Co.  689,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
Douglas  Storage,  Van  &  Exp.  Co.,  R2    (lU.  No.  0333,  AprU  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1051. 
Douglas  Twp.,  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 
Douglas  Traction  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  385,  Feb.  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  426,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 
Dowagiac,  Re  (Mich.  X-634,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
Drager  Electric  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  6581,  May  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1053. 
Drain  Tile  Rates,  Re    (Ohio,  Investigation  &  Suspension  Docket  No. 

6,  May  13,  J  916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
Drake,  Karnes  v.   (Ky.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1W7E,  8»4. 
Duensing  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5665,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1»17B, 

1080. 
id.   (111.  No.  5665,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1138. 
Duffney  Brick  Co.  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Ca  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6615, 

Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1117, 
Duluth,  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Missabe  Ice  Co.  v.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 

id.  Virginia  &  R.  L.  Co.  v.   (Minn.)   P.U.R.1917F,  «77. 
Duluth  South  Shore  A  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Oct.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1064. 
id.  (Mich.  D-1093,  Dec.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1145. 
Duluth  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Jan.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1082. 

id.   (Wis.  Jan.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  246. 
Dunbar  Stone  Co.  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  D-933,  July  19,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
Duncan  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (AHz.  Docket  No.  423,  July  9,  1917)   P.U.R, 

1917F,  1011. 
Dunham,  Re  (Mo.  3  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  593»  P.U.R.1916E,  544,  596)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  197. 
Dunkirk  Distribution  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  IHst.  Case  No.  6817,  Dec  12. 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 

Dunsmuir,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4616,  Application  No.  2643,  Au|;.  6, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  916. 

Durand,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6430,  June  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 

id.   Olich.  X-6430,  Jan.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1077. 
Durfy,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.   2915,  Application  No.   1959,  Nov.  20, 

1916)  P.U.R.19nA,  1132. 
Durst  V.  Woodbury  County  (Iowa,  Docket  No.  E-233,  March  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.19iVb,  1081. 
Dusterberry,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  TTo.  3808,  Application  No.  2331,  Oct.  21, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 

Eagle  Lake,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  192,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1014. 
i:agle  Rock  Water  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3874,  Application  No. 

2610,  Nov.  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
Earlville  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6980,  May  15, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1076. 

Eason  v.  Beaumont  Land  &  Water  Co.  ( Cal.  Case  No.  941,  Decision  No. 
3583,  Aug.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  729. 
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East  Alaiedon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1135,  March  SO,  1917)   P.U.R 

1917D,  1060. 
East  Bridgewater,  Re    (Mass.  P.  &  C.  1615,  April  10,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  595. 
East  Denver  Business  &  Property  Asso.  v.  Denver  Tramway  Co.   (Colo. 

Case  No.  116,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  594. 
East  Dubuque  Electric  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  5792,  Jan.  22,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1160. 
Eastern  Gas  vV'orks,  Re  (N.  J.  June  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  607. 
•Eastern  Illinois  Utilities  Co.,  Re   (111.  Case  No.  5230-A,  and  5230-B, 
Sept.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  197. 
id.   (111.  No.  5742,  Jan.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 
id.   (lU.  No.  5741,  Jan.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 
id.   (111.  No.  6530,  April  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1052. 
Eastern  Massachusetts  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  April  24,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  936. 
id.   (Mass.  April  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
id.   (Mass.  April  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
id.   (Mass.  April  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
Eastern  Ohio  Teleph.  Co.,  Farmers  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  901. 
Eastern  S.  S.  Lines,  Re  (Me.  U-204,  July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 

id.   (Me.  U-222,  Aug.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
Eastern  Wisconsin  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Dec.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F, 

742. 
Eastern  Wisccmsin  Teleph.  Co.,  Se  (Wis.  Feb.  27,  1917)  P,U.R.1917C, 
1100. 
id.  (Wis,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
East  Haddam  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2259,  Feb.  19, 

1»17)  P.U.R.1917B,  1087. 
Eastin,  Stete  ex  rel.  St.  Joseph  Water  Co.  v.   (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  27. 
East  Jordon  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1089,  Dec.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.10i7C, 

1099. 
East  Oakland  Water  &  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4400,  Ap- 
plication No.  2888,  June  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  905. 
East  Ohio  Gas  Co.,  R©  (Ohio,  No.  1026,  Dec  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1045. 
Easton  Gas  Works,  Re  (N.  J.  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1070. 
East  St.  Louis,  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  St.  Louis  v.  (II!.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 
East  St.  Louis  Light  ft  P.  Ca,  Ro  (111.  No.  5397,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917  A,  1148. 
id.   (DL  No.  5578,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1159. 
id.   (111.  No.  5689,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 
id.   (111.  No.  5766,  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1080, 
id.   (111.  No.  5867,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1138. 
id.   (111.  No.  0176,  April  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1016. 
id.   (111.  No.  6545,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
East  St.  Louis  Stone  Co.  v.  Terminal  R.  Asso.  (111.  No.  4078,  Nov.  27, 
1916)  P.UJ1.1917E,  212. 
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East  Side  Trucking  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1148,  May  8,  1917)  P.U.R1017D, 

1062. 
Ebner  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  707S,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R 

1917F,  1017. 
Eby,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  966,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  518,  Oct.  2,  1916)  PiU.R. 

1917E,  398. 
Edinburgh  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2081,  Jan.  26,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1057. 
EJison  Electric   Illuminating  Co.,   Re    (Mass.  Dec.  30,   191G)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1144. 
Edwards,  Darnell  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  244  U.  S.  — ,  61  L.  eJ.  — ,  37  Sup 
a.  Rep.701)  P.U.R.1917F,  64. 
id.  V.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Te!eg.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2850,  Order 

No.  1254,  March  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  633. 
id.  V.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2850,  Order 

No.  1254,  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
id.  Stete  V.  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Ege  Roofing  Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  ?.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Aug.  22,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
E.  G.  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  Nos.  6494,  6548,  April  SO,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
996. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  6494,  6548,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1053. 
Ehrke,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6339.  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917Ci  1677; 
£1  Centro,  Rd  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4122,  Application  No.  29H,  Feb.  21, 

1917)  P.U.R.a917C,  1053. 
Elcho  Telepji.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  June  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  lOW. 
Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Aug.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
Electric  Corporations,  Re  (N.  Y.  lat  Dist.  Case  Nd.  823^  May  31,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1040. 
Electric  Exp.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6688,  June,  1917)   P.U.R. 
191TF,  991.  .        . 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6709,  Aug.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 
958. 
Electric  Invest.  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  F-133,  Order  No.  359,  May  27, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1142. 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1069. 
Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2668,  May  22,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1025. 
Electric  Service  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6420,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 
1039. 
id.   (111.  No.  6426,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  431. 
id.   (111.  No.  6426,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  852. 
Elgin,  Re  (Or.  F-663,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  668,  Sept.  28,  1917)  P.U.R. 

191 7F,  928. 
Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  L-1230,  Feb.  3,  1916)  P.Uat.l917A. 
1135. 
id.   (111.  T-205,  June  9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 
id.   (111.  T-204,  June  9,  1016)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  5217,  July  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1053. 
id.   (111.  No.  5537,  Oct.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1054. 
id.    (111.  T-246,  Nov.  10,  1016)   P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 
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Elgiii,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5537,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C, 
1056. 

id.  an.  No.  6003,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 

id.  (ni.  No.  6062,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1011. 

id.  (111.  No.  5549,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B.  1104. 

id.  (111.  No.  6201,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1011. 

id.  (ni.  No.  5781,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 

id.  (111.  No.  4778,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.  (111.  No.  6342,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6338,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6374,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 

id.  (111.  T-302,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1095. 

id.  (111.  No.  6192,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  995. 

id.  (111.  No.  6192,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1001. 

id.  (111.  No.  6192,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1051. 

id.  (111.  No.  T-307,  April  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 

id.  (111.  No.  T-312,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 

Id.  (111.  No.  6590,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (111.  No.  5025,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  969. 

id.  (111.  No.  8218.  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6786,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1035. 

id.  (111.  No.  6706,  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 

id.  (111.  No.  6974,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 

id.  (III.  No.  6482,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 

id.  (111.  T-346,  Sept.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  974. 

id.  (111.  No.  T-343,  Sept.  IS,  1917)  P.U.R1917F,  1006. 

id.  National  Brick  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 

id  National  Brick  Co.  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 

id.  Reis  Coal  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 

id.  SUte  Public  Utilities  Commisaion  v.   (III.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1093. 
Elizabeth  Islands  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1722,  April  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1058. 
Elk  Grove  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3795;  Applica- 
tion No.  2517,  Oct.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
Elkhart  v.  Elkhart  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  (Ind.  No.  581,  Not.  13,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1043. 
Elkhart  Gas  k  Fuel  Co.,  Elkhart  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1043. 
Elkhart  Lake  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  Jan.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1087. 
Blko  V.  Elko  Water  ft  Light  Co.  (Nev.  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  105. 

id.  V.  Elko  Water  &  Light  Co.  (Nev.  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
142. 
ElJco  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Elko  v.  (Nev.)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 

id.  Elko  v.  (Nev.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  142. 
EUegheny   Valley    Water   Co.,    Brackenbridge   v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917E, 

404. 
EUiott  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2676,  June  2,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917P,  974. 
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Elmira,  C.  A  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  21i2,  Feb.  X5, 

1917)  P.U.R.1017C,  1073. 
Elmira  Water,  Light  &  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Di»t.  No.  6431,  Feb.  23, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Bist.  Case  No.  6039,  July  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1017F,  939. 
Elnora  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2726,  Jan.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1025. 
Elnora  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2510,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1089. 
El  Reno  Mill  &  Elevator  Co.  v.  Ft.  Smith  ft  W.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause 

No.  2457,  Order  No.  1113,  Aug.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
Elwood  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  West  Jersey  A  S.  S.  R.  Co.  (N.  J.  Sept.  17,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  926. 
Ely,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4494,  Application  No.  2338,  July  81,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Elyria  v.  Elyria  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  722,  Feb.  9,  1917)  P.UJl, 
1917E,  200. 
id.  V.  Elyria  Teleph.  Co.  (Ohio,  No.  722,  Mareh  14,  1917)  P.UJL 
1917C,  1099. 
Elyria  Teleph.  Co.,  Elyria  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917C,  1099. 

id.  Elyria  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  200. 
Empire  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6594,  Get.  10,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1150. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  E1.-24  Dec.  18, 1916)  P.UA19170,  1087. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  G-7,  Dec.  18^  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1043. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  2303.  April  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1074. 
id.  Wackenhut  v.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Eq.  T.)  P.U.R.1917F,  738. 
Empire  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Nos.  5439,  6044,  Feb.  21,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  1139. 
id.  (111.  No.  6478,  April  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1014. 
Empire  United  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6005,  April  20,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917Aj  1103. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5952,  April  20, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (N..Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5961,  April  20, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  5969,  April  27,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1104. 
Empire  Water  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No,  3069,  Application  No.  1984, 

Jan.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1133. 
Enid,  O.  A  W.  R.  Co.,  State  v.  (Tex.  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1917E,  51. 
Epping  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-361,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1149. 
Epps  V.  Bristow  Gas  Ck>.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2642,  Order  No.  1158,  Oct 

20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Erie  R.  (^.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  5932,  AprU  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5980,  May  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  5995,  May  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6003,  May  10,  .1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6438,  May  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

10C5. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6057,  June  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
id.   (N.  Y:  2d  Dist  No.  6059,  June  14,  1916)   P.U.R.19irA,  1109. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  atUef  pp.  507— 5PA. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


CASES  ABSTRACTED. 


675 


Erie  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6104,  July  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1112. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6119,  July  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6127,  July  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6128,  Aug.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Na  6129,  Aug.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6142,  Aug.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1115. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6166,  Aug.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Xo.  6168,  Aug.  21,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1116. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6191,  Sept.  2, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6202,  Sept.  12,  1916J  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6226,  Sept.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6246,  Oct.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist -No.  6266,  Oct  SO,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6282,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R^917B,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6289,  Nov.  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6290,  Nov.  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6303,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6316,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1119. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6338,  Dec.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6361,  Dec.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6385,  Jan.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6392,  Jan.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  5894,  March  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917£„ 

1070. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diflt  Case  No.  5920,  March  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1070. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Di»t.  No.  6460,  Ma»ch  16,  1917)  P.U.Ra917F,  966. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6494,  April  2L  1917)  P.U.R.1917T',  984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6516,  April  id,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  985v 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6566,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  988. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6689,  July  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6722,  Aug.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  996. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6712,  Aug.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995, 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6719,  Aug.  IQ,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  Na  6738,  Aug.  23, 1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  Xo.  6751,  Aug.  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
id.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  B.  Co.  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
id.  Genesee  Valley  Auto  Club  v.    (N.  Y.   2d  Dist)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1075. 
id.  Gordon  Lumber  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1017C,  1114. 
id.  Hancock  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
id.  Herrick  Twp.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
id.  Jackson  v.  (N.  Y.)  P.U.R.1917E,  890. 
id.  Jackson  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)   P.U.R.1917E,  944. 
id.  Jackson  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917F,  174. 
id.  Passaic  v.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  482. 
id.  V.  Public  Utility  Comrs.   (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct  19:i6,  —  N.  J.  L.  — , 

98  Atl.  13)  P.U.R.1917A,  1058. 
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Erie  R.  Co.,  Re  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.  Err.  ft  App.  1017,  — 

N.  J.  L.  — ,  100  Atl.  346,  347,  rev'g  87  N.  J.  L.  438,  95  Atl.  177) 

P.U.R.1917E,  354. 
id.  Skinner  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
id.  Wilkee  Rolling  Mill  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  900. 
Escan^ba  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1157,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1068. 
Eschinger,  Re  (D.  C.  P.  U.  C.  No.  2153.1,  Order  No.  194,  Nov.  25,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1007. 
Eshelman  v.  Title  Guarantee  &  T.  Co.  (Cal.  Decieion  No.  3580,  Case  No. 

864,  Aug.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  143. 
Esleeck  Paper  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1796,  Aug.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

702. 
Esperance,  Re  (N,  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5687,  Oct*  5,  1910)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1068. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6687,  Oct.  17/  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1069. 
Essex  Storage  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Vt.  No.  488,  Dec.  22,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1158. 
Ettrick  &  N.  R,  Co.,  Preston  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
Ettrick  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  April  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1100. 
Eureka  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Dooket  No.  623,  Sept.  12,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  1014. 
Evanayille  ft  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2841,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1024. 
Evansville,  Mt.  C.  ft  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4981,  April  28,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1137. 
Evan«vUle  Pub.  Service  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2681,  Jaa.  5,  1917)   P.UJL 

1917B,  1090. 
Ewen  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-130,  AprU  27,  1917)  P.UJEL1917E,  1049. 
Extensions  of  Trolley,  Re  (N.  J.  April  28,  1917)  P.n.RJ917B,  944. 
Facilitating  ft  Expediting  the  Movement  of  Coal,  Re   (IIL  No.  6133, 

Jan.  18,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1110. 
Fairfield  v.  Baltimore  ft  O.  S.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5726,  Nov.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 
Fairview  Land  ft  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3806,  Application  No. 

1843,  Oct.  21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1016. 
Falk  V.  Western  States  Gas  ft  E.  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  906,  Decision  No. 

3852,  Nov.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
id.  V.  Western  States  Gas  ft  E.  Co.   (Cal.  Cause  No.  906,  Decision 

No.  3862,  Nov.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
id.  V.  Western  States  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Cal.  Case  No.  906,  Decision 

No.  3862,  Nov.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1017F,  741. 
Fall  River  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  Oct.  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

940. 
Fall  River  Mills  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4493,  Application  No. 

2872,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
FargeviUe  Electric  Light  Co.,  F.e    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  El.  23,  Dec.  9, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
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Farina  Efectric  Liglit  Co.,  He   (HI.  No.  7113,  Aug.  22,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  909. 
Fanaera  A  Basiness  Men's  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (CHda. 

Cause  No.  2564,  Order  No.  1130,  Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1114. 
Farmers  A  M.  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2761,  Feb.  9,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1142. 
Farmers  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  No.  2824,  Sept.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

19]  7F,  1016. 
id.  V.   Eastern  Ohio  Teleph.  Co.    (Ohio,  No.  1088,  July  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  901. 
Fanners  Bushnell  Teleph.  Asfio.,  Creal  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1047. 
Farmers  Canal  Co.,  DaTid  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
Farmers*  Elevator  Co.  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1002,  Aug. 

11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
id.  ▼.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1002,  Aug.  11,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Farmers  Independent  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re  (Wis.  April  30,  1917)   P.U.li. 

1917E,  1061. 
Farmers  Inter  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Dec.  19,  1016)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1119.  / 

Farmers'  Loan  A  T.  Co.,  Fowler  v.  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6335,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R, 

1917E,  954. 
id.   (111.  No.  6335,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1048. 
Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2971,  Sept.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  945. 
Farmers  New  Era  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6981,  July  23,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  908. 
Fanners  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1193,  April  22,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1069. 
Farmers  Transp.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Application  No.  2932,  Aug.  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1010. 
Farrell,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6038,  June  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

902. 
FederU  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4270,  Nov. 

20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  901. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4270,  Nov.  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917F, 

001. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  T.  &  T.  121,  Feb.  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

109P. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4153,  March  1,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1070. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  T.  &  T.  124,  April  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1043. 
Federal  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  3770,  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1064. 
Ferguson  Sawmill  Co.,  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  729. 
id.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
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Fenwld  t.  Bangor  A  A.  R.  Cd.    (Me.  F.  C.  Ko.  135,  Sept  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
Ferndale  Boosters  Club,  Re  (Mich.  No.  0-7077,  May  11,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1019. 
Ferry  line  Auto  Bus  Co.,  SUte  v.    (Wash.  Sup.   Ct.)    P.U.R.1917V, 

903. 
Fihe  ▼.  Indiana  (^toeral  Service  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2156,  Jan.  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  961. 
Filing  of  Returns  By  Common  Carriers,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1644,  Dec. 

30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  1023. 
Finley,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4046,  Application  No«  2670,  Jan.  22,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
First  Nat.  Bank  y.  Pacific  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.  (Or.  U-iF-173,  Order 

No.  151,  Dec.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.19KE,  533. 
Fisher,  Re  (Or.  F-530,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  174,  liCarch  16,  1917) 

P.U.B.1917C,  1082. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5890,  March  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1008. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3260,  Aug.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1017. 
id.  y.  Chicago  &  E.  I*  R.  Co.  (Ind,  No.  1648,  July  17.  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1098. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis,  S.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (IlL  Caee  No.  5659,  Feb.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
Fisher  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  Noe.  6809  ft  6810,  Consolidated,  June  18, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 
Fisk,  Re  (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  265)  P.U.B.1917C,  1060. 
id.   (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  265)  P.U.R.1917D,  880. 
id.   (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  0.  R.  265)  P.UJ^1917E,  1021. 
Fitchburg  ft  L.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1617,  Feb.  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1144. 
Fitchburg  Gas  ft  E.  L.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  Feb.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1144. 
Flagstaff  Sewer  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  449,  Sept.  6,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  904. 
Flat  Rock  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2887,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

948. 
Fletcher  v.  Siu  (Philippine  Case  No.  850,  Aug.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

1010. 
Fletcher  Paper  Co.  v.  Detroit  &  M.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  D-932,  Aug.  4,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
id.  V.  Detroit  ft  M.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  I.  ft  S.  Docket  932,  Feb.  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
id.  V.  Detroit  ft  M.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  I.  ft  S.  Docket  932,  Feb.  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  17. 
id.  v.  Detroit  ft  M.  R.  Ck>.  (Mich.  I.  ft  S.  Docket  932,  Feb.  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  16. 
Flint,  Re  (Mich  D-37,  Nov.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
Flint  ft  G.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  3-1166,  June  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1067. 
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Flint  Auto  Trucking  Co.,  Ra  (Midi.  B-1133,  March  29,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917D,  1060. 
Flora  TeleiA.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2788,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1065. 
Flora  Water  Ca,  Re  (Ind.  No.  8060,  Aug.  28,  1917)  P.tJ.R.1917F,  1018. 
Floyd  County,  Odar  Valley  Hydraulic  Co.   v.    (Iowa)    P.U.R.lOnD^ 

997. 
Plynn,  Rockingham  County  Light  k  P.  Co.  ▼.   (N.  H.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

937. 
Fonda,  J.  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5933,  April  11,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dtat.  No.  6229,  Oct.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1113. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6530,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  965. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6880,  April  26,  1917)   PJJ.R.1917F, 

986. 
id.  (N.  Y.  ad  Dist.  No.  6538,  May  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
Foothill  Ditch  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3763,  Application  No.  2493, 

Oct.  4,  1916)   P.r.R.1917B,  1085. 
Ford  Motor  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7012,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  952. 
Foreside  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-226,  Sept.  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  911. 
Forest  Grove  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4442,  Application  No. 

2958,  July  10, 1917)  P.UiR.1917F,  1018. 
Forgan,  Re  (IlL  No.  4462,  May  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6144,  Jan.  29,  1917)   P,U.R.1917B,  1137. 
id.  Seeleyville  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1069. 
Forney,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3781,  Application  No.  2498,  Oct.  11,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 
Ft.  Atkinson  Water  &  Light  Commission,  Re    (Wis.  May  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1040. 
Ft.  Calhoun,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  2932,  April  21,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  998. 
Ft.  Dodge  v.  Minneapolis  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Iowa,  Docket  A-2617,  July  24, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  551. 
Ft.  Kent  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U.  No.  170,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1143. 
Ft.  Smith  &  V.  B.  R.  Co.,  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  A  S.  R.  Co.  v.  (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917E,  18. 
id.  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  v.   (Ark,  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

616. 
Ft.  Smith  &  W.  R.  Co.,  El  Reno  Mill  &  Elevator  Co.  v.  (Okie.)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1120. 
Ft.  Supply  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Okla. 

Cause  No.  2708,  Order  No.  1258,  April  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

948. 
id.  V.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Okla.  1916,  P.U.R.1917A,  188) 

P.U.R.1917F,  948. 
Ft  Towson  White  Lime  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause 

No.  2516,  Order  No.  1108,  Aug.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
Ft  Wayne  &  D.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  2920,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1056. 
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Ft.  Wayne  Brick  Co,  v.  New  York  0.  IL  Co.  <Ind.  No.  3376,  Oct  6, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
Ft.  Wayne  Corrugated  Paper  Co.  v.  Pittgburgh,  C.  C.  ft  fit  I/.  R.  Co. 

(Ind.  No.  2826,  Oct.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  074. 
Ft.  Wayne  Munieipal  Lighting  Plant,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3272,  July  30,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  955. 
Ft.  Wayne,  V.  W.  &  L.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2706,  Feb.  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
Ft.  Worth  &  D.  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Fratier  (Tex.  CIt.  App.  1917,  *-  Tex.  Civ. 

App.  — ,  191  S.  W.  808)  P.U.R.1917E,  214. 
id.  V.  State  (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1916,  —  Tex.  Civ.  A]^p.  — ,  189  S.  W. 

131)  P.U.R.1917E,  894. 
id.  V.  Welte  (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1917,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  191  8.  W. 

815)  P.U.R.1917E,  214. 
Fowler  v.  Farmers'  Loan  &  T.  Co.   (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.  1866,  21  Wis.  79) 

P.U.R.1937E,  895. 
Fowler  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4311,  Application  No.  2028,  U$y 

11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
Fox,  Public  Service  Commission  v.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

569. 
Fox  &  I.  Union  R.  Co.,  Chicago  Live  Stock  Exch.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1301. 
Fox  Lake  Commercial  Club  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  Stw  P.  R.  Co.  (WIe.  Dee. 

4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
Foxon,  Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1009. 
Frank  &  Son,  Re  (N.  J.  Sept.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
Frankford  Heating  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2544,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

959. 
Franklin  County  Traction  Co.,  Re    (111.  Xa   6280,  March   15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  995. 
Frazier,  Ft.  Worth  &  D.  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (Tex.  Civ.  App.)  P.U.R.1917E,  214. 
Free  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  1186,  March  19, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Freeport,  Re  (Minn.  A-2220,  Sept.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
Freeport  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6265,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  :047'. 
Freeport  Water  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  5695,  Nov.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1134. 
Freight  Rates  on  Ice  (Mo.  Case  No.  1208,  July  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

979. 
Fresno  Canal  &  Land  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4086,  Application  No. 

2720,  Feb.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  271. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4086,  Application  No.  2727,  Feb.  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1043. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4086,  Application  No.  2720,  Feb.  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  720. 
Fresno  Clounty,  Re  ( Cal.  Decision  No.  3477,  Application  No,  2243,  June 

30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1051. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3478,  Application  No.  2235,  June  30,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1051. 
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Fresno  Comitj,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  37i8,  Apflication  No.  2402,  Sept. 

28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4110,  Application  No.  2678,  Fob.  19,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1053. 
FreBno  In^rurban  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3512,  Application  No. 

1084,  July  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3883,  Applieation  No.  1084,  Nov.  18,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B.  1129. 
Friendship  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Wood  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
Frontier  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5800,  Dec  19, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1061. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5673,  Oct.  17,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1061. 
id.  (N-  Y.  2d  Dist  Clase  No.  5768,  Dee.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1071. 
Fnlton  V.  Monticello  Teieph.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5383,  March 

8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 
Fulton  Etch.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  852,  739,  March  20,  1017)  P.U.R.1917F, 

432. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  852,  7S9,  March  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  432. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  852,  739,  March  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  433. 
Galesburg  A  K.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6465,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1061. 
Galesburg,  R.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7053,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  909. 
Galesburg,  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6702,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1031. 
id.   (111.  No.  6655,  ^Uy  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1061. 
Galesburg  R.  Lighting  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.  No.  5546,  May  7,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1063. 
Galesburg  U.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  7023,  Sept.  18,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  909. 
Gales  Creek  k  W.  River  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  F-591,  P.  8.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 

217,  Jtily  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  921. 
Gallon  Iron  Works  &  Mfg.  Co.  ▼.  Baltimore  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Ohio  No.  1031, 

June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  935. 
Galveston  v.  Kenner  (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1917,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  193  S. 

W.  208)   P.U.R.1917E,  404. 
Galveston,  H.  &  S.  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Application  No.  502,  Jan.  10, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 

id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  461,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126, 
id.   (Tex.  Application  No.  461,  Feb.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
Garnsey  Invest.  Co.,  Re  ( Cal.  Decision  No.  4477,  Application  No.  3041, 

July  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  905. 
Gary  k  H.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (Ittd.  No.  2878,  April  16,  1917)    P.UJl. 

1917D,  1056. 
Gary  Heat,  Light  k  Water  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2626,  Jan.  12,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2569,  Jan.  12.  1917)  P.U.R.1917D.  1038. 
id.    (Ind.  No.  3292,  July  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
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Gary  Neighborhood  House,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2778,  March  8,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1038. 
Gary  S.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2802,  March  2,  1917)  P.tJ.R.1917D, 

1055. 
Gae  &  Electrical  Corpe.,  Re  (N.  Y.  let  BUt.  Case  No.  2184,  Mardi  14, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1024, 
Gaslight  Co.,  Kuster  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.W17E,  1042. 
Gaston  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2987,  Sept.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1012. 
Gatley,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6114,  Aug.  21,  1017)  P.U.R.1917F, 

902. 
Geary,  Van  Dike  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  a.)  P.U.R.1917F,  862. 

id.  Van  Dyke  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  539. 
GeetingsTille  Teleph.  Ca,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2786,  March  3,  1917)   P.UJL 

1917F,  909. 
General  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5662,  Oct.  10,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1015. 
id.  New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.  ▼.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E, 

899. 
General  Order  Circular  (Tex.  No.  5117,  March  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1126. 
General  Order  41,  Re  (111.  March  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 
General  Storage  Warehouse   Co.,   Re    (111.   No.   5646,  Oct.   80,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1132. 
id.   (111.  No.  5645,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1079. 
General  Tariff  of  Class  Rates  (Tex.  No.  4,  June  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1123. 
Genesee  Valley  Auto  Club  t.  Erie  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No. 

6616,  Sept.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1075. 
Geneseo  t.  Geneseo  Gaslight  Co.  ( N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5688,  Jan.  16, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Geneseo  Gaslight  Co.,  Geneseo  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Geneva,  S.  F.  k  A.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6234,  Oct.  4,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
id.  Waterloo  Woolen  Mfg.  Co.  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1044. 
Georgetown  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  Formal  Case  No:  55,  Order  No.  210, 

May  2, 1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  704. 
Germantown  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6178,  Consolidating  6180, 

Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 
id.   (III.  No.  6178,  Consolidating  6130,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1139. 
GibbB  ▼.  Piotieer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.   <Okia.  Cause  No.  2624,  Order 

No.  1178,  Nov.  24,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  963. 
Gibson  v.  Missouri,  K.  ft  T.  R.  Co.    (Mo.  Case  1168,  April  14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
id.  V.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1168,  April  14, 1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  367. 
Gilbert  Paper  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5873,  Feb.  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1037. 
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Gilroy  Ghainber  of  Commerce  v.  Southerti  P.  Cb.   (Cal.  Decision  No. 

4023,  Case  No.  982,  Jaai.  16,  1^17)  P.U.R.1W7C,  1101. 
Giimisoii  v.  Yaaoo  &.  M.  Vafley  R.  Co.   (Miss.  April  3,  1017)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1112. 
Gl^wood  Telepb.  Co.,  Re  (Keb.  Application  Ko.  3152,  June  27,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917E,  1069. 
Qolhnan  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  No.  2524,  Oct.  28,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
Golconda  Light  A  Water  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6773,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1039. 
Gomph,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  8620,  Application  No.  1602,  Sept.  3, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1085. 
Gonzenbach,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6465,  March  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6466,  March  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  984. 
Goodell  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-379,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  409. 

id.   (N.  H.  D.379,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  954. 
Goodman,  Re  (Idaho  Case  No.  F-I58,  Order  No.  426,  March  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  994. 
Goodrich  Co.  v.  Akron,  C.  &  Y.  R.  Co.   (Ohio  No.  427,  May  2,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
id.  V.  Akron,  C.  &  Y.  R.  Co.   (Ohio  No.  427,  May  2,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1130. 
Good  Service  Teleph.  Co.,  Tarp  ▼.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Goodykoontz  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Iowa,  Docket  A-2239, 

March    16,   lOlt)    P.U.R.1917C.    1065. 
Gordon  Lumber  Co.  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5636,  Jan. 

25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C.  1114. 
Gorham  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-164,  Nov.  10, 1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1142 

id.   (Me.  U-224,  Sept.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  911. 
Gougherty  v.  Chicago  ft  A.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5764,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1021. 
(Sourley  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4197,  Sept.  8,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1126. 
Gouvemenr,  Re  (N;  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5084,  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1067. 
Gowanda  Light  A  P.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5485,  Oct.  31, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1092. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5985,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1076. 
Grafton  (bounty  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-88,  D-89,  July 

13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  913. 
Graham  v.  Indianapolis  &  F.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2581,  March  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
Gram  v.  Monitor  Oil  A  Gas  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2777,  Order  No.  1246, 

Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
Grand  Junction  Min.  &  Fuel  Co.  v.  Denver  k  R.  G.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case 

No.  41,  July  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
id.  V.  Denver  A  R.  G.  R.  Co.   (Colo.  Case  No.  41,  July  25,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  J086. 
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Cfrand  Junction  Min.  k  Fuel  Co.  v.  Denver  a^  R.  Q.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case 
No.  41,  July  25,  1916  >  P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
id.  V.  Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.   (Colo.  Cg»e  No.  41,  July  25>  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
Grand  Ledge,  Re  (Mich.  No.  1685,  Aug.  ^9,  1917)  P.L.R.1917F,  d24. 
Grand  Mesa  Fuel  Co.  v.  Denver  A  R.  G.  R.  Co-  (Colo.  Caae  No.  119,  May 
5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  385. 
id.  V.  DenvPF  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.   (Colo.  Case  No.  119,  May  5,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  386. 
Grand  Rapids,  Re  (Mich.  X-6735,  Nov.  9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
id.  (Mich.  X-1683,  Jan.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6735,  Nov.  9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1076.  ^ 

id.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Minn.  A-2101,  May  25,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  1019. 
Grand  Rapids  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-10T9,  Dec.  30,  1916)   P.U.R, 
1917C,  1059. 
id.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  ▼.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.  Prentice  &  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
Grand  Rapid.^,  G.  H.  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6569.  Aug.  22,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1073. 
tCirand  Rapids  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  I>-1032,  March  23,  3917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1060. 
Grand  River  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (WU.  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  151. 
Grand  Trunk  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2350,  July  7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1071. 
id.  (Ind.  Docket  No.  3336,  Oct.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
(Jrand  Trunk  R.  System,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  208,  Oct.  18,  lOlCi)  P.UJL 
1917B,  1110. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  213,  Nov.  17,  1916)  P.U.R J917B,  1110. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  218,  Dec.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2856,  April  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  244,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  269.1,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  975. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  281,  Aug.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  975. 
Grand  Trunk  Western  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  X-6662,  Oct.  19,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1075. 
Cirant  Lumber  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  &,  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  Nov  2797, 

Order  No.  1240,  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Grantsburg  Municipal  Electric  Plant,  Re  (Wis.  Oct.  10,  1917^   P.U.R. 

1917F,  957. 
C; rants  Pass  v.  California-Oregon  Power  Co.  (Or.  U-F-26,  97,  99,  150, 

Order  No.  211,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  852. 
Grantsville  City  v.  Clark  Electric  Power  Co.    (Utah  July  27,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  957. 
Gratiot  County  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-793,  Dec  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1145. 
(Graves,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3161,  Application  No.  2084,  March  14, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1133. 
Great  Northern  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  144,  F-508. 
Nov.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
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Great  Northern  R.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Xov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
id.   (Minn.  A~1918,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1086. 
id.   (Minn.  A-2087,  March  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 
id.   (Minn.  A-2111,  April  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1103. 
id.  Bell  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  91. 
id.  Cascade  County  v.   (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 
id.  Comstock  Farmers'  Elevator  Co.  v.    (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  688. 
id.  Grand  Rapids  v.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
id.  Halvorson  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
id.  Merkle  v.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
id.  Minneapolis    Civic   ^    Commerce   Aseo.    ▼.    (Minn.    Sup.    Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 
id.  Montana   Fruit   Distributors'   Asso.   v.    (Mont.)    P.U.R.1917F, 

979. 
id.  Pederson  v.  (Minn.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1103. 
id.  Railroad  Comrs.  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
id.  Railroad  Commissioners  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 
id.  Railroad  Comrs  v.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1917E,  890. 
id.  Shelby  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
id.  Wenatchee  Commercial  Club  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917E,  21. 
Great  Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  F-600,  F-611,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 

230,  Aug.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
Great  Western  Oil  Ref.  &  Pipe  Line  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R,  Co. 
(111.   Sup.  Ct.   1916,  275  111.   36,  58,   113  N.  E.   876)    P.U.R. 
1917D,  728. 
Great  Western  Power  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Application  No.  2634,  Consolidatod, 
Jan.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2734,  March  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
id.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
id.  Plumas  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
Greece,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5773,  Jan.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.19170, 

1062. 
Green,  Re  (Mich.  X-6699,  Nov.  9, 1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 

id.  V.  San  Antonio  Water  Supply  Co.    (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1917,  — 
Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  193  S.  W.  453)  P.U.R.1917E,  106. 
Green  Bay,  Wiaeonsin  Teleph.  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  476. 
Gr«6n  Bay  &,  W.  R.  Co.,  La  Crosse  Shippers'  Asso.  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1116. 
Qreenfleld  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
383. 
id.  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Jan.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 
383. 
Greenfield  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  4 Mass.  March  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1058. 
Green  Mountain  Falls  v.  Colorado  Midland  R.  Co.   (Colo.  Case  No.  109, 

Jan.  17,  1917)  P.I.R.1917C,  1109. 
Greentown,  Greentown  Canning,  Ice  &  Mfg.  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

1018. 
Greentown  Canning,  Ice  &  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Greentown   (Ind.  No.  2972,  Aug. 
10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
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Greenville,  Cannichael  r.  (MIbs.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917D,  452. 

id.  Carmichael  y.  (Miss.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  52. 
Greenwich  &  J,  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6974,  April  29,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6066,  June  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6076,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6188,  Sept.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6275,  Nov.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6700,  Aug.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
Gresson  v.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2814,  Order  No. 

1270,  April  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  892. 
Griffith,  Re    (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.   741-1916,  Feb.   26,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917C,  631. 
id.  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  741*1916,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917C,  631. 
Griswold  &  Walker,  Re   (lU.  No.  5418,  Nov.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 
1088. 
id.  (111.  No.  6095,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1053. 
id.  (111.  No.  6753,  May  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
Grizzly  Electric  Co.,  Waite  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
Groat  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Oct.  19,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1126. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  k  O.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Oct.  19,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  1041. 
Gross,  Re  (Mich.  X-6610,  Oct.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.19J7A,  1074. 
Guisler  v.  California  Teleph.  &  Light  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4433, 
Cem  No.  917,  June  28,  1917)  P.U-R.1917F,  739. 
id.  V.  California  Teleph.  k  Lig^t  (^.  (CaL  Decision  No.  4433,  Case 
No.  917,  June  28, 1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  964. 
Gulf  k  S.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4356,  Nov.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1112. 
Gulf,  a  A  8.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  CircuUr  No.  ^113,  Feb.  26,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.  (Tex.  Circular  No.  5148,  July  9, .1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
Gulf,  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4363,  Dec  6,  1916)  P.UJt.l917B, 
lOtl. 
id.  (Miss.  No.  4372,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.ltl7D,  1087. 
Gullikson  v.  Nelsonville  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Feb.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1119. 
Gunderson  v.  Bisbee-Naco  Water  Co.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  365,  March  22, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  105. 
id.  V.  Bisbee-Naco  Water  Co.    (Ariz.  Docket  No.  366,  March  22, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  224. 
Guthrie  County,  Iowa  Electric  Co.  v.   (Iowa)   P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 
Hackett  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  No..  105.1,  Feb.  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Hagerstown,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2882,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 
Haggerty  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (Pa.   Complaint  Docket  No.    1538, 
June  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
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Haight-Staimard  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  ]>-1121,  June  7,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1067. 
Hale  Halsdl  Grocery  Co.  v.  St.  Louie  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No. 

2784,  Order  No.  1241,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Half  Moon  Bay  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3884,  Application 

No.  2590,  Nov.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
Halfmoon  Light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  3668,  Feb. 

15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1065. 
Hally  V.  Chua  Goe  Pin  k  Co.  (Philippine  Case  No.  812,  Dec.  18,  1916) 

P.UJ1.1917E,  1046. 
HaWorson  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  507,  Report 

and  Order  No.  164,  June  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
Hamburg  v.  Inter- Village  Electric  Corp.  <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5968, 

July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
Hamden,  Re   (Cenn.  Docket  No.  2273,  March  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1054. 
Hamilton  Farmers  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  3033,  March 

21,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1049. 
Hamilton  Park  Warehouse,  Re   (111.  No.  6476,  April  4,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1053. 
Hamilton  UtiUties  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  5847,  Dee.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F, 

932. 
id.  (111.  No.  6223,  March  6,  1017)  P.U.R.1917D,  994. 
id.  (ID.  No.  6223,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.B.1917D,  1001. 
Hamlin  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  (8.  D.  No.  2914,  Sept 

20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
Hammill  y.  Minneapolis  k  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  Docket  A-*2233,  Sept. 

22, 191T)  P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
Hammond  v.  Boston  Elev.  R.  Co.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  765,  Dec  SO,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917F,  595. 
id.  V.  Boston  Elev.  R.  Co.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  765,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  596. 
id.  V.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5710,  Feb.  27. 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1081. 
Hammond  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  k  P.  Co.   (Wis. 

June  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
Hampton  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D^20,  July  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  968 
Hampton  Waterworks  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  No.  D-376,  Order  No.  616,  March 

29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1064. 
id.  Munsey  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.3917F,  142. 
id.  Munsey  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917F,  148. 
Hancock  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5701,  Feb.  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
Hancock  k  Cerro  Gordo  Ck>unties,  Iowa  Falls  Electric  Co.  v.   (Iowa) 

P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
Hancock  &  Wright  Counties,  Iowa  Falls  Electric  Co.  ▼.  (Iowa)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1081. 
Hancock  Land  Co.,  Re  (Or.  r-676,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  280,  Sept  29, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  953. 
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Hancock  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2968,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

1056. 
Hanford,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2164,  Dec.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1109. 
Hanford  Gas  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3967,  Application  No.  2639, 

Dec.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1130. 
id.  Cuttle  V.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
Hanford  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3951,  Application  No.  2644, 

Dec.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1180. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3951,  Application  No.  2644,  Dec  26,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  720. 
Hannawe  Falls  Water  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  5988, 

May  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  916. 
Hannibal  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5700,  Feb. 

13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1105. 
Hanson  v.  Havre  Natural  Gas  Co.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  662,  Report  & 

Order  No.  179,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  209. 
id.  T.  Havre  Natural  Gas  Co.    (Mont.  Do<^et  No.  562,  Report  & 

Order  No.  179,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.Ra917E,  209. 
Hardaway  v.  Southern  R.  Co.  (S.  C.  Sup.  Ct.  1912,  90  S.  C.  476,  73  S. 

E.  1020,  Ann.  Cas.  1913D,  266)   P.U.R.1917D,  728. 
Harder'fl  Fireproof  Storage  &  Van  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6302,  Feb.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1047. 
Hardesty  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  A  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Caie  No.  73, 

Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  22. 
Hardin  Electric  Light  4;  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5530,  Oct  23,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1078. 
id.   (111.  No.  5630,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1182. 
Hardin* Wyandot  Lighting  Co.,  Re   (Ohio  No.  1099,  Mareh  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1066. 
Hare  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Co.  Ct.  1917,  164  N.  Y.  Snpp.  732) 

P.U.R.1917F,  41. 
Harker,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4037,  Application  No.  27.01,  Jan.  20, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1087. 
Harrah  Teleph.  Co.,  Walker  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1015. 
Harris,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4384»  Application  No.  2873,  June  12, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 
Harrold  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (a  D.  F-394,  Magr  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917U,  1050. 
Harshbarger  v.  Lewiston  &  K.  Tump.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

1466,  July  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 
Hartel,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  773,  1916,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  631. 
id.  Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917C,  631. 
Hartford,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  513,  Jan.  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1077. 
Hartford  &  C.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2333,  May  18,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
Hartford  k  S.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re    (Conn.  Docket  No.  2403,  June  26, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
Hartman  v.  Atchison,  T.  k  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (CaL  Decision  No.  4001,  Case 

No.  1007,  Jan.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1101. 
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HAriman  Furniture  Co.,  Be  (Hi  No.  ft059,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917JE, 

1034. 
Hasting  Chamber  of  Comaierce  v.  St.  Joseph  js  G.  I.  R.  Go.    (Neb. 

Formal  Complaint  No.  277,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.E.1917C,  1113. 
Hatchett,  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  (Ky.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
Haugh  V.  Badger  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.  U-1060,  April   16,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1009. 
Haverhill  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Feb.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1144. 
Havre  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Hanson  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917E,  209. 
Hawks  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2410,  Nov.  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
Hayes,  Re  (yi.  No.  6173,  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 

id.   (111.  No.  6173,  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 
Hazard  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  2055,  March  19,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,   1063. 
Hazelton  v,  Atlanta  (Ga.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Ga.  — ,  93  S.  E.  202)  P.U.R. 

191 7F,  902. 
Hazleton  v.  Atlanta   (Ga.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  144  Ga.  775,  87  S.  E.  1043) 

♦     P.U.R.1917F,  902. 
Hebard  Sheridan  Road  Storage  Warehouses,  Re  (111.  No.  6770,  May  21, 

1917)  P.U.B.1917E.  1054, 
Heiskell  v.  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  (D.  C.  Ct.  App.  1916,  45  App. 

D.  C.  138)   P.U.R.1917E,  214. 
Hemet-San  Jacinto  Ga«  Co.,  Re  (CaL  Decision  No.  4505,  Application 

No.  2939,  Aug.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
Henderson.  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  426,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
Hendricks  v.  Cleveland.  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No,  2167,  Aug.  26, 

1916)  P.UJR.1917A,  1071. 

Henkin  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  No.  r-346,  Nov.  8,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  893. 
id.  v.  Chicago,  M.  *  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  No.  F-345,  Nov.  8,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  894. 
Henry  Marble  Co.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (IlL  No.  6502,  Sept.  24, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 

Henry  Teleph.  Co.,  Stark  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.    (III.)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1116. 
Hernandez,  Birmingham  Waterworks  Co.  y.    (Ala.   Sup.   Ct.)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  224. 
Heron  Improv.  Asso.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  553,  Oct. 

11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
Herrick  Twp.  v.  Erie  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1180,  July  23, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
Herrin  A  S.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  3453,  Sept  5,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1054. 
Herrmann,  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  J.  Err.  &  App.)   P.U.R.1917E, 

380. 
id.  V.  Westchester  Electric  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2^01, 

Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  951. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  667^508. 
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HeTworth  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  0643,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1052. 
id.   (111.  No.  6643,  May  16,  1917)  P.UJL1917D,  1054. 
Hickory  Teleph.  Excb.,  Huddle  ▼.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  UlS. 
Highland  Park  A;  R.  0.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1168,  July  10, 1917)  P.U.a 
1917E,  1016. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1168,  July  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
Highway  Commissioner  Norman,  Re    (Mich.  C-7077,  Aug.  14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  918. 
Highway  Comrs.  v.  Chicago  k  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Ill  No.  6579,  June  19, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6992,  Sept,  24,*1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  929. 
id.  y.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  4667,  Sept.  22, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1054. 
id.  V.  aeveland,  C.  C.  &  St  L.  R.  Co.  (DL  No.  7127,  Oct.  2,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  930. 
id.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1055. 
id.  V.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  4398,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1062. 
id.  V.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  6402,  Nov.  28,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1055. 
id.  St.  Louis,  S.  &  P.  R.  Co.  V.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1056. 
id.  V.  St.  Louis,  S.  t  P.  R.  Co.  (lU.  No.  6042,  Jan.  9,  191T)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1067. 
id.  V.  Toledo,  St.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  4976,  Oct.  18,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 
Hihn,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3768,  Application  2668,  Oct.  4,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
Hilbert,  Re  (Wis.  May  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1044. 
Hillcrest  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1069. 
Hillsboro  ▼.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (lU.  No.  6305,  April  4, 

1917,  P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
HilUboro  A;  N.  E.  R.  Co.,  Ristow  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
Hillsborough  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3907,  Application  No. 

2618,  Dec.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1129. 
Hilton  Electric  Light,  Power  &  Heat  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  El-22, 

Nov.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Hingham,  Re  (Mass.  No.  1800,  Aug.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  770. 
Hiram  Water,.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U.  No.  180,  Jan.  31,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1091. 
Hobart,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2611,  Jar..  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1141. 
Hoffman,  Re  (111.  No.  5227,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1088. 

id.   (111.  No.  5227,  Nov.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1132. 
Hogan  &  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6817,  May  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
Holden,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6252,  Oct.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
Holden  &  Allen,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6419,  Feb.  13,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917D,  1030. 
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Holler  V.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2713,  Order  No. 

1189,  Nov.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Hbllis  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (N.  H.  D-392,  Order  No.  623,  April  5, 

J917)  P.U.R.1917D,  998. 
HoUis  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  6051,  Jan.  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 

id.  (III.  No.  6051,  Jan.  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1137. 
Holman,  Ex  parte  (Mo.  Ct.  App.  1917,  —  Mo.  App.  — ,  191  8.  W.  1109) 

P.U.R.1917F,  883. 
Holmes  Electric  Protective  Co.  v.  Armstrong   (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T. 

1916,  97  Misc.  184,  162  N.  Y.  Supp.  770)  P.U.R.1917F,  641. 
Holt,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  Sept.  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
Hohon  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-147,  Sept.  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917r,  912. 
Home  Lawn  Mineral  Springs  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3335,  Sept.  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  936. 
Home  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2504,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1089. 
Home  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2645,  Jan.  12,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917S,  1025. 
Homer  &  C.  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  O-ll,  June  1917)  P.U.R, 

1917F,  959. 
Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Fla.  Order  No.  628,  Oct.  31,  X916)  P.U.R.1917E, 
1023. 
id.  (Cal.  Application  No.  2833,  Decision  No.  4379,  June  6,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917B,  1069. 
id.  (Cal.  Appllcati<m  No.  2838,  DeeMon  No.  4379,  June  6»  1917) 

P.UJL1917r,  607. 
id.   (HL  Ko.  €268,  June  13,  ;917)  P.U.R.1917E,  l^L 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2742,  July,  1917)  P.U-R.1917F,  432. 
id.  (Wis.  July  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1053. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2742.  July  30,  1917)   P,U.R.1917F,  431, 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2742,  July  30,  1917)  P.UjR.W17F,  739, 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2742,  July  30,  1917)  P.UJE1.1917F,  851. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2742,  July  30,  1917 >  P.U.R.1917F,  852. 
Home  Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2712,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1048. 
Hood  River,  Re  (Or.  F-^28,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  216,  July  28,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  926. 
Hocpeston  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Aldrich  t.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1037. 

id.  Aldrich  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1042- 
Hopkinton  &  Ashland,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1481,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1111. 
Hopson,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3944,  Application  No.  2599,  Dec.  21, 

1D16)    P.U.R.1917B;  1076. 
Hormel  &  Co.,  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  90. 
Horn  V.  Lake  Eria  &  W.  R.  Co.   (lU.  No,  6602,  Nov.  «3,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1074. 
Hortonia  Power  Co.,  Re   (Vt.  No.  491,  Oct  25,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 
1158. 
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Hortonville  Light,  Heat  A  P.   Co.,  Re    (Wis.  Jan.  29,  1917)    P.U.R, 

1917E,  1043. 
Horwege  v.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (Cal.  Case  No.  764,  Jan.  20,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4039,  Case  No.  764, 

Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  268. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4039,  Case  No.  764, 
Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
Houghton  County  Electric  Light  Co.,  Lake  Linden  v.    (Mich.)    P.U.R, 

1917E,  1040. 
Houlton  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-194,  June  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  934. 
Houser  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Oct.  24,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917C,  1108. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Oct  24,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917C,  1115. 
Houston  &  B.  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Application  No.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917  A,  1126. 
Houston  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2041,  No.  2544,  Sept.  15,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
Hovey,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  2815,  Application  No.  ^86,  Oct.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
Howard  &  C.  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  F.  L  R.  Co.  (HI.  No.  4622,  Feb.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
Howe,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6917,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5928,  April  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5929,  April  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6987,  May  2,  1*16^  P.U.R.1817A,  1105. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6023,  May  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6172,  Aug.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6397,  J«i.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1029. 
id.  V.  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  A  P.  Co.   (Wis.  April  20,  1917) 

'P.U.R.1917E,  211. 
id.  ▼.  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  k  P.  Co.   (Wis.  April  20,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Howe  Lumber  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1797,  Aug.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

918. 
Huddle  V.  Hickory  Teleph.  Exch.    (Okla.   Cause  No.  2654,  Order  No. 

1156,  Oct.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.19170,  1118. 
Hudson,  Re  (Mich.  No.  X-6896,  Aug.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  924. 

id.   (Mich.  No.  6896,  Aug.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
Hudson  City  Taxicab  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6742,  Dec.  6, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1152. 
Hudson  City  Waterworkr,  Re  (Wis.  June -2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 
Hudson  Nav.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6704,  Aug.  4,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
Hudson  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5786,  Nov.  8,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6731,  Aug.  20,  1917)    P.U.RJ1917F, 
996. 
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Huerfano  Coal  Co.  v.  Cripple  Creek  &  C.  S.  R.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  Xo.  M, 

Dec.  30,  1916;   P.U.R.1917E,  15. 
Htighaon   Teleplu   Co.,   Re    (Cal.  Decima  No.  3770»   Af^^licatioB  No. 

2516,  Oct.   7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1085. 
HuUinger,  Re  (III.  No.  6»lf,  Jum  U,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 

id.  Well  V.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1037. 
Hull  Milling.  Light  dt  Canniag  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  6615,  June  19,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1039. 
Humboldt  Couaty,  Northern  lewa  Oaa  A;  E.  Co.  f.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917D, 

997. 
Hunse  v.  San  FraacidcoOakland  Terminal  R.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No. 
3949,  Caie  No.  962,  Dwi.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1100, 
id.  y.  San  FranciBco-Oakland  Terminal  R.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No. 
3949,  Case  No.  962,  Dec.  26,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  961. 
Hunter  v.  New  York,  N.  H.  k  H.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Snp.  Ot.  App.  T.  1916, 

161  N.  Y.  Supp.  10)  P.U.R.1917D,  729. 
Huntington  Beach  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3754,  Application  No. 
2488,  Oct.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4317,  Application  No.  2375,  Feb.  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4454,  Application  No.  2803,  July  11,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 
Huntington  Light  &   Fuel  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.   2738,  March  3,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2739,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
Huntsville  Teleph.  Co.,  Patton  v.  (Mo.)  P.U,R.1917C,  1098. 
id.  Patton  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.  Patton  v.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917F,  934. 
Hurlese,  Re  (111.  No.  6009,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
Hyde,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6957,  Apr.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1008. 
Hydro  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2707,  March  0,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2813,  March  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1055. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2707,  Dec.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2709.  Dec.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1140. 
I.  C.  &  Y.  &  M.  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4834,  Oct.  4,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1111. 
Ic?  Cream  Rates,  Re  (Ohio  Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No. 

11.  Sept.  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
Idaho  Power  Co.,  Re   (Idaho  Case  No.  F-162,  Order  No.  399,  Dec.  15, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  ion. 
id.  (Idaho  Case  No.  F-166,  Order  No.  410,  Jan.  31,  1917)   P.U.R. 
10173,  1078. 
Ideal  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re^  (111.  No.  6193,  Feb.   19,  1917)    P.U.R.1017D, 

1012. 
Illinois  Asso.  of  Ice  Cream  Mfrs.  v.  Adams  Exp.  Co.   (HI.  No.  2597, 
Feb.  28.  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 
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lUinoia  C.  Eleotric  R.  Co.,  Chicago,  B.  A  Q.  R.  Co.  y.  (IU.)  P.U.R.1917E» 

1013. 
Illmoui  GonMuners  Light  O).,  Re  (IU.  No.  5779,  Dee.  18,  1916)  F.U.R. 

1917B,  1079. 
Illinois  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4423,  Dec.  2,  191fi)  RU.R.1917A,  1134. 

id.  (111.  E-326,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1078. 

id.  (111.  E-381,  Feb.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1079. 

id.  (111.  No.  Lr-1286,  Feb.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1135. 

id.  (111.  No.  L-1287,  Feb.  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1135. 

id.  (111.  E-405,  March  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1080. 

id.  (111.  E-430,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1080. 

id.  (IlL  E-427,  April  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1080. 

id.  (111.  No.  L-1418,  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 

id.  (111.  No.  4786,  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2729,  May  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1129. 

id.  (111.  No.  lr-1497,  Ma^  17, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 

id.  (111.  No.  L-1498,  May  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 

id.  (111.  No.  L-1499,  May  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 

id.  (111.  No.  L-4600,  May  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 

id.  (111.  E-463,  May  18,  191^)  P.U.R.1917A,  1081. 

id.  (111.  T-191,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 

id.  (111.  No.  T-192,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 

id.  (IU.  T-198,  June  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 

id.  (111.  T-200,  JuneO,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 

id.  (IU.  T-210,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1089. 

id.  (IU.  T-212,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1089. 

id.  (111.  No.  6121,  June  27,  1916)  P.U.R.19I7A,  1053. 

id.  (111.  No.  4784,  July  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1089. 

id.  (111.  No.  5360,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1138, 

id.  (IU.  No.  2823,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1139. 

id.  (111.  T-216,  July  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1090. 

id.  (111.  T-226,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1091, 

id.  (IU.  T-230,  Aug.  8, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1091. 

id.  (111.  T-233,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1091. 

id.  (111.  E-613,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1139. 

id.  (111.  E-543,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1082. 

id.  (111.  No.  5187,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 

id.  (IlL  L-842,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1140. 

id.  (111.  L-1033,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1140. 

id,  (111.  No.  5519,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (111.  L-1698,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,1142. 

id.  (111.  lr-1699,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1142. 

id.  (111.  T-241,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1093. 

id.  (in.  No  5247,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 

id.  (111.  No.  5684,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 

id.  (IU.  No.  4697,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1102. 

id.  (111.  T-257,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1102. 

id.  (111.  No.  5422,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917P,  961. 

id.  (IU.  No.  6048,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
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UUnois  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  5806,  Jan.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1007. 

id.  (111.  No.  6047,  Jan.  d,  1917)  P.U.R,1917I>,  1011. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2607,  Jan.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 

id.  (111.  No.  4800,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1103. 

id.  (111.  No.  4842,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 

id.  (HI.  No.  4868,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 

id.  (111.  T-265,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 

id.  (111.  No.  6039,  Pfeb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  lOW. 

id.  (111.  No.  6040,  Pbb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 

id.  (111.  No.  6183,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.11.1917D,  1034. 

id.  (111.  No.  6184,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 

id.  (lU.  No.  6244,  B\8b.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 

id.  (111.  No.  6247,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R;1917I),  1635. 

id.  (111.  No.  6248,  Feb.  20,  1917V  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 

id.  (111.  T-275,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 

id.  (111.  No.  5837,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2688,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 

id.  (111.  No.  5289,  Mareh  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.  (111.  No.  6337,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 

id.  (HI.  No.  T-287,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 

id.  (111.  No.  6394,  March  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (111.  No.  6443,  March  22,  1917)  BU.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (111.  No.  6591,  AprU  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 

id.  (Dl.  No.  6471,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1017P,  1037. 

id.  (111.  5th  Supp.  Order  No.  5639,  April  9,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917D, 

1022. 

id.  (111.  No.  6000,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 

id.  (IIU  No.  6021,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 

id.  (111.  No.  6539,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 

id.  (111.  No.  6588,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R,1917D,  1037. 

id.  (IlL  No.  6640,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1035. 

id.  (111.  E-710,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-711,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1031. 

id.  (111.  E-712,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1031. 

id.  (111.  E-713,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1035. 

id.  (ni.  No.  B-714,  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1031. 

id.  (111.  No8.  5945-6960,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 

id.  (lU.  No.  I>-715,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1081. 

id.  (111.  No.  B-717,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1031. 

id.  (111.  No.  6764,  May  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 

id.  (111.  E-720,  MaJ^  29,  1917)  P.U.R,1917E,  1031. 

id.  (lU.  E-728,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1032. 

id.  (111.  E-724,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1032. 

id.  (111.  E-728,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1082. 

id.  (111.  No.  6166,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1004. 

id.  (111.  E-730,  Jtne  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1032. 

id.  (Dl.  No.  5084,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  942. 

id.  (111.  L-a242,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  942. 
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IlHnois  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6292,  June  25,  1017)  P.UJL1917F,  971. 
id.   (111.  No.  6512,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
id.   (111.  No.  6386,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  072. 
id.   (UK  No.  7021,  July  31,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   1020. 
id.   (111.  T-352,  Sept.  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1606. 
id.  Baum*n  v.   (Iowa)    P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
id.  T.  Bloomington    (111.  No.  9652,  Not.  23,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1055. 
id.  Bloomii^gton  v.  (Ill*)   P.U.R.1017A,  1064. 
id.  Bloomington  v.  (111.)   P.U,R.1917C,  1067. 
id.  Bloomington  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 
id.  y.  Bloomington,  F.  &  J.  Electric  R.  Co.  (lU.  Caseis  No.  52,  Box 

8;  No.  53,  Box  8;  and  No.  4,  Box  10,  Consolidated  March  6, 

1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  664. 
id.  BoBwell  ds  Vicinity  v.  (Miaa.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  1103. 
id.  Clarno  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1063. 
id.  Commission  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
id.  Davis  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 
id.  V.  Douglas  Twp.   (111.  No.  6611,  Nof.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C. 

1055, 
id.  V.  Higliway  Comrs.  (111.  No.  5636,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1055. 
id.  Highway  Comrs.  t.  (in.)   PX.R.1917A,  1062. 
id.  Highway  Comrs.  v.  (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 
id.  V.  Lincoln   (No.  8544,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
id.  Manufacturers  &  C.  Coal  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  Marquette  Cement  Mfg.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
id.  Merchants  Basket  k  Box  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.  Mississippi  Commission  v.    (Miss.)    P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
id.  Mobile  &  O.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1075. 
id.  Morris-Johnson  Brown  Mfg.  Co.  v.   (Iowa)    P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
id.  Murphysboro  v.  (III.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1054. 
id.  Pence  V.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 
id.  Police  Jury  v.  (La.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 

id.  Railroad  &  Warehouse  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.  V.  Rockford   (111.  No.  5676,  Dec.  18,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  10:5. 
id.  Sioux  City  Commercial  Club  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917A,  1328. 
id.  Truck  Farmers  &  Growers  v.  (La.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1110, 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.   Wabash  R.  Co.  v. 

(111.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  654. 
id.  Valley  Terminal  R.  Co,  v.   (UL)   P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
id.  V.  West  Frankfort  (111.  No.  5682,  Oct.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1D17C. 

1054. 
Illinois  C.  Traction  Co.,  Re    (lU.  No.  Lr-1261,  Jan.  19,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A.  1134. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)    P.U.R.1917D,  246 
id.  State  Pnblic  Utilities  Commission  v.   (III.)   P.U.R.1917D,  247. 
id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917D.  £4vS. 
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niiMtt  Om  Go^  Be  (HI.  N<M.  5534,  0685,  5404,  CoBMlidflted,  Oet.  81, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1078. 
id.  (IlL  K«s.  5684,  5585,  5604,  CoiMolidaied,  Oct.  81,  1916  >  P.U.K. 

1917B,  1087. 
id.   (III.  Nos.  3534,  5585,  5604,  Consolidated,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1132. 
id.   (lU.  No.  5854,  Dec  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
Illinois  Intrastate  Traffic,  Re   (111.  No.  5716,  Jan.  18,  1917)    P.U.R. 

I917B,  1163. 
Illinois  Lines,  Re   (lu!  T-217,  July  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1090. 

id.   (111.  No.  5351,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
lUinois  Midland  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5^91,  Jan.  16,  1M7)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1103. 
Illinois  Northern  Utilttiea  Co.,  Re  (111.  E-606,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1159. 
id.   (111.  No.  6023,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.   (111.  No.  6273,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1047. 
id.   (111.  No.  6526,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1085. 
id.   (111.  No.  6662,  April  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1017. 
id.   (111.  No.  6410,  April  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  996. 
id.   (111.  No.  6409,  May  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
id.   (111.  No.  6805,  May  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1061. 
Illinois  Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5944,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 
962. 
id.   (111.  No.  6557,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1017F,  972. 
Illinois  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  T-202,  June  9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 
1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  6342,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
id.   (111.  T-340,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  972. 
id.   (111.  T-364,  Sept.  24^  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  1006. 
id.  (111.  T-357,  Sept.  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1006.' 
Illinois  Traction  System,  Re  (lU.  T-270,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 
1106. 
id.   (lU.  T-279,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 
id.   (111.  r-288,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P,U.R.1917B,  1107. 
id.   (111.  No,  6532,  May  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1W4. 
id.   (HI.  No.  6484,  May  7,  1917)    P.U.R,1917D,  1(^4. 
id.   (111.  Special  PenniBsion  R-1632,  June  5,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 
970. 
Illinois  Traction  System  &  M.  0.  R.  Co.,  Be   (111.  No.  4710,  Sept.  15, 

1916)  i>.UJC1917A,  1092. 
Illinois  Transfer  R.  Co.,  St.  Louis  Nat.  Stock  Yards  v.   (111.)    P.U.R. 
1917K,  539. 
id.  St.  Louis  National  Stock  Yards  v.  (IH.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  551. 
Ik>ila  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Phlli|ypiBe  Case  No.  820,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  957. 
Imperial  Pipe  Une  Co.,  Re  (Ohio  No.  1082,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917B, 
1156. 
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Imptriia  TtUfpk.  Go.»  Re    (Cal.  Decision  Na  4011,  Appliestien  No 

2246)  P.U.R.1917B,  1087. 
Inoceaae  of  Rates  k  Ckaiget,  Rs  (Ind.  No.  2168,  July,  1917)   P.U.R^ 

1917F,  089. 
Inaependence,  Re  (Or.  F-^52,  P.  8.  C.  Or.  Order  244,  1917)  P.U.R»1917F, 

927. 
Independent  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  <I1L  No.  6793,  June  13»  1917) 

P.U.R.1917r,  942. 
Indiana  ds  M.  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-668,  Jan.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1317B, 
1146. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2036,  Jan.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2714,  Jan.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1085, 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2036,  Jan.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1085. 
Indiana  Fuel  ft  U^t  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2994,  May  25,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  1026. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2998,  May  95,  1917)  P.U.:^1917£,  1025. 
Indiana  (General  Service  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2405,  Oct  6,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  956. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2404,  Oct.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2403,  Oct.  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
id.  Fihe  V.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917C,  961. 
Indiana  Har6or  Belt  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4412,  Sept.  28,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1093. 
id.   (111.  E-610,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P,U.R.1017B,  1160. 
id.  (Ml.  T-306,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 
id.  (111.  No.  6197,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1011. 
id.  (in.  T-319,  B<lay  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
id.  Chicago,  L.  8.  A  8.  B.  R.  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1025. 
Indiana  Intrastate  Traffic,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2311,  Nov.  25,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  1109. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2583,  Dec.  22,  1916)  P.n.R.1917B,  1109. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2606,  Dec,  22,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1109. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2600,  Dec.  22,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 
Indianapolis  ft  F.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2814,  Feb.  16,  1917)    P.UJt. 
•     1917F,  936. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3298,  Oct.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  918. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3299,  Oct.  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  918. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3300,  Oct.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  918, 
id.  Graham  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.RU917C,  1067. 
Indianapolis  Light  ft  Heat  Co.,   Re    (Ind.  No.  2766,  Feb.   10,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1148. 
Indianapolis  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2532,  Sept.  22,  1916)    P.U.R. 
1917B,  1080. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2680,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  109T. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3097,  Aug.  2,  1917)  P.U,R.1917F,  608. 
Indiana  Power  ft  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind,  No.  2506,  Feb.  9,  1917)  P.U.R, 

1917D,  1055. 
Indiana  R.  ft  Light  Ca,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2684)  P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2683,  Jan.  20,  3917)    PjU.R.1917B,  1141. 
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iBditna  B.  ft  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3264,  Aug.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 
955. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3266,  Aug.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  955. 
Indiana  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2637,  Jan.  6, 1917)  P.U.Ra917C,  1086. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2593,  Jan.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2651,  Jan.  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
Indiana  Water  ft  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2502,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1089. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2643,  Jan,  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
Indian  Valley  R.  C^.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3886,   ApplicatioD  No. 

2698,  Nov.  18,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917B,  1129. 
Information  ConsoL  Fuel  Co.  v.  Missouri,  0.  ft  G.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Order 

No.  1278,  Cause  No.  2860,  May  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Ingalls  Motor  Bus  Line,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5666,  Oct.  5, 

1916)  P.U.IU9X7E,  1008. 

Ingram  ▼.  Listen  Mut.  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  2741,  May  14, 

1917)  P.UJt.l«17E,  539. 

id.  ▼.  Listen  Mut  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  2741,  May  14, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
Inspection  of  Locomotive  Boilers,  Re  (Mats.  P.  S.  C.  1549--H,  ^t.  10, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  952. 
Insular  Purchasing  Agent  v.  Yangco   (Philippine  Case  Co.  815,  Nov. 

13,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  730. 
Interborough  Rapid  Transit  0>.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2182, 

May  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1070. 
Inter-Ck)unty  Co-op,  Packing  Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  ft  0.  R.  Co. 

(Wis.  May  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1012. 
Intercounty  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  April  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  399. 
Interest  on  Overcharge  Claims,  Re  (Pa.  Administrative  Ruling  No.  10, 

Jan.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  730. 
Intermountain  R.  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2009,  Dec. 
12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1082. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3025,  May  10,  19 W)  P.U.R.1917D,  998. 
International  ft  G.  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Application  No.  1094,  Authority 
No.  758,  June  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  (Tex.  Application  Na  1095,  Authority  No.  759,  July  3,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1124. 
id.  (Tex.  Application  No.  1096,  Authority  No.  700,  Aug.  17,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1125. 
id.  (Tex.  CircuUr  No.  5164,  Aug.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1001. 
id.   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5189,  Oct.  1,  1917)  P.U,R.1917F,  1002. 
id.  v.  Carter  <Tex.  Civ.  App.  1915,  -—  Tex,  Civ.  App.  — ,  180  8.  W. 

663)  P.U.RJ917A,  1126. 
id.  V.  Carter  (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1915,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  180  3.  W. 

663)   P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  White  Rock  Gravel  ft  Sand  Co.  v.    (Tex.  Civ.  App.)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  18. 
Id.  White  Rock  Gravel  ft  Sand  Co.  r.    (Tex.  Civ.  App.)    P.U.R. 
a917E,  211. 
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International  Lumber  Co.,  Se    (Minn.  1910,  Jan.   16,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  20. 
International  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5941,  April  14,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Di»t.  No.  «241,  Oct  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diflt.  No.  6283,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6384,  Dec  1,  191«)  P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6369,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.I1.1917B,  lir2. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6378,  Dec.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6396,  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  102*). 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6486,  Feb.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
id.   <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6473,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  965. 
id.  (N,  Y.  2d  Dist.  Ca»e  No.  5949,  April  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1317E, 

1074. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6928,  June  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1026. 
id.   (N.  Y  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5961»  June  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  930. 
id.  Osborne  v.    (N.   Y.  App.  Div.)    P.U.R.1917F,  862. 
Inter-State  Independent  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6707,  Dec. 

27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 
Interstate  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6716,  Nov.  24,  1916)    P.U.R, 
1917B,  1159. 
id.   (111.  No.  6390,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1085. 
Interstate  Oil  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Jan.  29,  1917^ 

P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
Interstate  Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2443,  Nov.  13,  1916)  P.U-R. 
J917E,  1045. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2744,  Jan.  20.  1917)    P  U.R.1917B,  1141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2869,  April  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D.  1056. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2995,  June  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1065. 
Interstate  Transfer  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
Inter-Township   Teleph.    Co.,   Northern   Illinois   Teleph.   Ca   v.    (111.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
Interurban  Laud  Co.,   Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.  4241,  Application  No. 
2780,  April  11,  1917)  P.UJR.1917D,  1000. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4241,  Application  No.  2786,  April  11,  1917) 
P.UJ1.1917D,  1046. 
Inter-Urban  Motor  Ck).,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Na  6006,  May  24, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1009. 
Inter-Urban  R.  Co.,  Blount-Evans  Co.  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917E,  17. 

id.  Blount-Evans  Co.  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.B.1917F,  1006. 
Inter-Village  Electric  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6686,  Jan.  16, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  999. 
id.  Hamburg  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.UJ1.1917F,  066. 
Investigation  of  Automobile  Traffic,  Re  (Aria.  Docket  No.  287,  Oet.  26, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1007. 
Investigation  of  Maine  C.  R.  Grade  Crossings,  Re  (N.  H.  D-174,  Order 
No.  648,  June  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  926. 
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Tnyeatigation  of  Oil  &  Gas  Well,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  Xo.  3049,  Ordsr  No. 

1316,  Aug.  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
Iowa  Electric  Co.  v.  Delaware  &  Dubuque  Counties  (Iowa  Docket  No. 
E-225,  Nov.  9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
id.  V.  Delaware  County  (Iowa,  Docket  No.  E-235,  Nov.  10,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
id.  V.  Guthrie  County    (Iowa,  Docket  No.  E-227,  Nov.  9,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 
id.  V.  Jones  &  Jackson  Counties  (Iowa,  Docket  No.  E-228,  Nov.  9, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1081r. 

id.  v.  Washington,  Johnson  &  Muscatine  Counties   (Iowa,  Docket 

E-238,  Jan.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
Iowa  Falls  Electric  Co.  v.  Hancock  ft  Cerro  Gordo  Counties    (Iowa, 

Docket  E-246,  March  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
id.  V.  Hancock  &  Wright  Counties  (Iowa,  Docket  No.  E-226,  Nov. 

9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
Iowa  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  v.  Carroll  County  (Iowa,  Docket  No.  E-230, 

Jan.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
Iowa  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  Linn  k  Benton  Counties  (Iowa,  Docket  £-239, 

Jan.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
Iowa  Southern   Utilities  Co.   v.   Ringgold  &   Taylor  Counties    (Iowa, 

Docket  E-261,  May  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
Iron  City  Sand  Co.  v.  Pittsburgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  408,  July  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
Iron  River,  S.  &  C.  Falls  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  E-1061,  Oct.  11,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1057. 
Irouton  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Ohio  No.  1022,  June  9,  1917)   P.U.R1917E, 

1077. 
Ironwood  &  B.  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Jan.  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1083. 
Ironwood  Twp.,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  July  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1016. 
Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5d40,  April  24, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  914. 

Irvine,  Re   (Wyo.  Nov.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 

Irwin  Heights  Water  (>(>.,  R«  (Cal.  Deeision  No.  2614,  Application  No. 

2459,  Sept.  1,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1084.» 
Isenga,  Re   (Mich.  X-6663,  Oct.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
Issuance  &  Acceptance  of  Mileage  Books,  Re    (Minn.  June  25,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917r,  964. 
Ithaca  V.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  (Mich.  D-1054,  Jan.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1010. 
Ithaca  Bd.  of  Commerce  v.  Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 

Case  No.  5735,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
Ithaca  Gas  &  E.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5681,  Oct.  31, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1016. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5698,  Oct.  31,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D, 

1016. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6699,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1016. 
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Ithaca  Gaa  &  E.  Corp.,  He  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  5782,  Deo.  2B,  1016^ 
P.U.R.1947B,  1153. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  G-12,  June,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  959. 
Ithaca  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3485,  Oct.  10,  1916) 

P.U,R.1917B,  1151. 
Ithaca  Traction  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5765,  Dec.  14,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1152. 
Iver  Pederson  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  March  9,  1917)   PJJJR.1917C,  1083. 
Jackson,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2205,  June  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1093. 

id.  (D.  C.  P.  U.  C.  No.  2200,  Order  No.  195,  Nov.  26,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1007. 
id.   (111.  No.  5762,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 
id  V.  Erie  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  Case  No.  5665*  Nov.  23,  1916)   P.UJL 

x917E,  890. 
id.  V.  Erie  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5665,  Nov.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  944. 
4d.  V.  Erie  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5665,  Nov.  28,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917F,  174. 
Jackson  County  Light,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  994,  May  22, 
1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  994,  May  22,  1917)  P.U.Ra917B,  1043. 
Jackson  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Be  (111.  No.  6301,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1047. 
JacksonviUe  R.  ft  Light  Co.,  Bowe  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917S,  199. 
id.  Bowe  V.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917E,  208. 
id.  Bowe  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  269. 
id.  Bowe  v.  (IlL)   P.U*R.1917B,  270. 
id.  Bowe  v.  (111.)  P.UR.1917E,  544. 
id.  Bowe  v.  (IB.)  P.U.R.1917E,  546. 
id.  Bowe  v.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917E,  954. 
Jacksonville  R.  Co.,  Bowe  v.  (111.)  P.UJL1917F,  ^57. 

id.  BowoT.  (IB.)  P.UJL1917F,  958. 
Jamestown,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Na  1419,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1072. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  1519,  May  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1058. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  1519,  June  15>  1916)   P.U.R.1917A» 

1066. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  1519,  June  15^  1916)  P.U.R.1917A» 

1066. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  1519,  July  5,  1916)    P.U3.1917A, 

1067. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  1519,  July  10,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1067. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  1519,  July  31,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1068. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4887,  Aug.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  930. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  1619,  Sept.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1068. 
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Janes  t.  Purcell-Lexington  Toll  Brid-e  Co.  (Okla,  Cause  No.  3019,  Order 

No.  1320,  Aug.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1017. 
Jansky  v.  Badger  Teleph.  Co.    (Wis.  U-1069,  April  16,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1009. 
Jasper  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Commercial  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co. 

(111.  No.  4793,  Feb.  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
Jersey  Central  Traction  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  May  21,  1917)   P.U.R.19nD, 
1004. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  3004. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R,1917D,  1005. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  197. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1069. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1005. 
id.  (N.  J.  May  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1005. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1005. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1064. 
id.  (N.  J.  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1014. 
Jewson  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Dec  9,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1108. 
Jitney  Bus  Asso.  v.  Wilkes-Barre  (Pa.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  256  Pa.  462,  469, 

100  Atl.  954)   P.U.R.1917F,  903. 
Johnson,  Re   (CaL  Decision  No.  4113,  Application  No    2746,  Feb.  19, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
id.  V.  Carolina  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (S.  C.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  a  0.  — ,  91 

S.  E.  734)  P.U.R.1917D,  452. 
id.  ▼.  Chicago,  R  I.  A^  P.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Canse  No.  27«i;  Order  No. 
1249,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
Joint  Passenger  Terminal  or  Union  Depgit,  Re   (Va^  Order  No.  540, 

File  No.  2410,  Jan.  5,  1917)  P.UJL1917C,  1101. 
Joliet  Union  Depot  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5897,  Feb.  19,  1917)  F«nJl.l9KB, 

1139. 
Joliet  Warehouse  &  T^nsfer  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6730,  June  4,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1062. 
Jones  A  Jackson  Counties,  Iowa  Electric  Co.  ▼.   (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1081. 
Jones  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (IlL  No.  5590,  Feb.  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
Jordan  v.  St.  Louis  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  P.UJ1.1917A,  182)   P.U.R. 

191 7E,  899. 
Joseph  V.  C^hicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  O.    (111.  No.  2845,  April  26,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
Joseph  Iron  Co,  Morgan's  L.  ft  T.  R.  ft  S.  S.  Co.  t.  (U.  S.  CCA.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1019. 
Joy  Switchboard  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6120,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 
1063. 
id.   (111.  No.  6120,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  908. 
Kage  V.  Missouri  Public  Utilities  (^.    (Mo.  Case  No.  644,  Nov.  16, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1149. 
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Kampsville  Electric  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6190,  March  26,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  995. 
id.   (111.  No.  6190,  March  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1060. 
Kankakee  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  E-404,  March  10,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 
1080. 
id.    (111.  No.  6030,  May  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 
id. ((111.  No.  6407,  April  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1007. 
Kankakee  &  U.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6618,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1084. 
id.   (111.  No.  6614,  April  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1062. 
Kansas  City,  C.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1166,  June  26,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
id.  Oakland  Cemetery  Asso.  v.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917F,  44. 
id.  Phenix  Marble  Co.  v.   (Mass.)    P.U.R.1917F,  089^ 
Kansas  City,  C.  C.  &  St.  J.  R.  Co.  Avondale  v.    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1104. 
Kansas  City,  M.  ::  0.  U.  Co.,  United  SUteg  &  M.  Trust  Co.  v.   (U.  S. 

IMst.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917F,  91. 
Kansas  City  eouthern  R.  Co.,  McLemore  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
id.  T.  Tonn    (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1912,  102  Ark.  20,  143  S.  W.  677  y 

P.U.R.1917D,  729. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1290,  July  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 
Kansas  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  1«93,  Feb.  9,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917D,  1003. 
id.   (Kan.  Docket  No.  1593,  Feb.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1056. 
Karnes  y.  Drake  (Ky.  Sup.  Ct.  1898,  108  Ky.  184,  44  S.  W.  444)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  894. 
Karstedi  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  J.  M.  k  I.  DivisiOA  (lad.  No.  2024, 

March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
Katonab  Lighting  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5946,  May  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1076. 
Kaut  Reitii  Shoe  Go.  y.  Missouri  P.  R.  Ca  (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  a  C.  B. 
223)  P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
id.  y.  Bfissouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  0.  R.  223)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  21. 
id.  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  a  C-  R.  223)  P.UJL 
1917E,  212. 
Kearney  Teleph.  Co.,  F.e  (Xc'o.  Application  No.  2965,  Dec.  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1149. 
Kearney  Water  k  Electric  Powers  Co.,  Re  (Xeb.  Application  Xo   2902, 

April  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  998. 
Kearsarge  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (X.  H.  D-373,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1149. 
Keesville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (X.  Y.  2d  DUt.  Xo.  T.  &  T.  122,  Feb.  15, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1099. 
Kelley,  Re  (Mich.  X-6916,  Jan.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1069. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2988,  Sept.  28,  1917)    P.U.R.] 917F,  910. 
id.   (Ind.  Xo.  2988,  Sept.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1012. 
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ZOao  r.  Misaoisri  (Mo.  Case  No.  1049,  Sept.  SI,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  B. 

S32)   P.U3.1917F,  741. 
id.  y.  Missouri  Gas  A  E.  Service  Co.  (Mo.  Cas.  No.  1040|  Sept  21, 

1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  332)   P.U.R.1917E,  1040. 
Kendall  Lumber  Co.  v.  Baltinore  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  877,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  93d. 
Eendrick  v.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.  (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.UJL1917E,  105. 
id.  ¥.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-109,  Order 

No.  417,  Feb.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  147. 
id.  V.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.  (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No.  417, 

Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  198. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-109,  Order 

No.  417,  Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  198. 
id.  V.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.    (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  198. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.   (Idaho,  CJase  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  199. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.    (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  F^.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  200. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order 

No.  417,  Feb.  8,  1917)    P.UJ1.1917E,  200. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.   (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  224. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.   (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  269. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.   (Idaho,  Case  P-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.    (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  645. 
id.  y.  Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.    (Idaho,  Case  F-109,  Order  No. 

417,  Feb.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  546. 
Kendrick  Water  ft  P.  Co.,  Kendrick  y.    (Idaho)    P.U.R.1917E,  105. 
id.  Kendrick  y.   (Idaho)   P.U.R.1917E,  147. 
id.  Kendrick  y.    (Idaho)    P.U.R.1917E,  198. 
id.  Kendrick  y.  1  Idaho)    P.U.R.1917E,  199. 
id.  Kendrick  y.  (Idaho)   P.U.R.1917E,  200. 
id.  Kendrick  y.    (Idaho)    P.U.R.1917E,  224. 
id.  Koidrick  v.    (Idaho)    P.U.R.1917E,  269. 
id.  Kendrick  y.    (Idaho)    P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
id.  Kendrick  y.  (Idaho)  P.U.R.1917E,  545. 
id.  Kendrick  y,  (Idaho)   P.U.R.1917E,  546. 
Kennedy  y.   Chicago  ft  N.  W.   R.  Co.    (Wis.   Feb.  23,' 1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  20. 
Kenner,  Galveston  v.  (Tex.  Civ.  App.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  404. 
Kenney,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1628,  March  16,  1917)  P.UJa.l917C,  1112. 
Kenwood  Bridge  Co.  v.  Chicago,  P.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  4941, 

April  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
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Kentvdod  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4805,  Applicatien 

No.  2822,  May  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1047. 
Keokuk   Electric   Co.,  Re    (111.   E-508,  July   24,   1916)    P.U.R.i917A, 

1146. 
id.   (111.  E-541,  Sept.  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1148. 
id.   (111.  No.  6633,  May  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1054. 
id.   (111.  No.  6632,  May  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1054. 
id.  Public   Utilities   Commission   t.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917F,   954. 
Kern   County,    Re    (Cal.    Decision    No.    4028,    Application    No.    2347, 

Jan.   18,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1052. 
Keyser,  Re    (N.   Y.  2d  Dist.   Case  No.   5657,  Oct.   10,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1008. 
Kiff,    Re'(N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    Case    No.    6480,   May   15,    1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1009. 
Kinde  Tel^h.   Co.,  Re    (Mich.   T-146,   Sept.   27,   1917)    P.U.R.1017F, 

1013. 
Kindig  Mfg.  &  Supply  Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  k  O.  R.  Co.   (Neb. 

Informal  Complaint  No.   4337,  July  28,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

493. 
Kingfield   Water   Co.,   Re    (Me.    U-216,   Aug.   9,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

934. 
Kings   County  Electric   Light  &   P.   Co.,   Re    (N.   Y.    Ist  Dist.   Case 

No.  2152,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1149. 
Kings   County   Lighting   Co.   v.   New   York    (N.    Y.   App.   Div.    1916, 

176  App.  Div.   176,  162   N.  Y.  Supp.  581)    P.U.R.1917F,  26. 
Kings  Lake  Shore  R.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4461,  Application 

No.  2919,  July  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  607. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4461,  Application  No.  2919,  July  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  608. 
Kinloch  Long  Distance  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (III  No.  5752,  Jan.  16,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917D,  1009. 
Kinser   Constr.   Co.,   Re    (111.   E-403,  March   16,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1080. 
Kinston  v.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.    (N.  C.  Jan.  24,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1106. 
Kiser  Co.  v.  Central   of  Georgia  R.   Co.    (U.   S.  Dist.   Ct.   1916,  236 

Fed.  573,  577)    P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
Klebe  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (S.  D.  Order  F-322,  March  2, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Knapp  V.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &   S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.    (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct. 

1916,  33  N.  D.  291,  156  N.  W.  1019)   P.U.R.1917E,  213. 
Kneeland-West  Lumber   Co.   v.   Minneapolis,   St.   P.  A;  S.   Ste.   M.   R. 

Co.    (Wis.  Jan.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
id.  V.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Jan.  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
id.     V.  Miineapolis,  St.  P.  k  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Feb.  27, 

19171   P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
Knightstown  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2464,  Jan.  12,  1917)    P.tJ.R. 

1917C,  1116. 
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Knox  ▼.  Davenport,  R,  I.   k  N.  W.  R.   Co.    (Iowa,  Docket  A-2840, 

Dec  30,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
Knox  k  M.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-166,  Nov.  7,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 
1142. 
id.   (Me.  U-166,  Nov.  7,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1142. 
Knox  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2531,  Dec.   16,   1916  > 
P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  425,  Oct.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  956.  • 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2489,  Oct.  11,  1917)  P.UJt.l917F,  966. 
id.  Laramore  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
id.  Osbom  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
Kohler,  Re   (Cal.  Application  No.  2578,  Decision  No.  3940,  Dec.  20, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1063. 

id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2578,  Decision  No.  3940,  Dec  20,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  993. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3940,  Application  No.  2578,  Dec  20,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1055. 
Kokomo  Natural  Gas  4  Oil  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2980,  June  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  910. 
Kokomo    Waterworks    System,    Re     (Ind.    No.    2632,    Dec    1,    1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1140. 
Kosciusko  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.,  Commission  v.    (Miss.)    P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
Kosciusko  County  v.  Pennsylvania  Co.    (Ind.  No.   3289,  Sept.  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  930. 
Kramer  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  819,  April  13, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  382. 

Kraul  v.  Cincinnati,  I.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2880,  Oct.  6, 1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1021. 
Krause  Mill.   Co.   v.  Chicago,   M.   &   St.   P.   R.  Co.    (Wis.  June   13, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
Krier  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (lU.  No,  7158,  Oct.  1,  1917  > 

P.U.R.1917F,  929. 
Kuster  v.  Gaslight  Co.    (111.  Case  No.  5679,  Jan.   16,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1042. 
lAckawonna  &  W.  Valley  R.  Co.,  Citizens'  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  y. 

(Pa.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917E,  540. 
La  Crosse,  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  v.    (Wis,)    P.U.R.1917D,  473. 
La  Crosse  A  S.  E.  R.  Co.,  Lake  Shore  Stone  Co.  v.    (Wis.)    P.UJt 

1917D,  730. 
La  Crosse  Electric   Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.   2745,  Feb.  28,  1917)    P.UJR. 

1917D,  1055. 
La  Crosse  Interurban  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  April  24,  1917)   P.UJL 

1917E,  961. 
id.  (Wis.  April  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1051. 
id.   (Wis.  Sept.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
La  Crosse  Shippers'  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  B.  k  Q.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  June  30, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1132. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  B.  A  Q.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Sept.  25,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F, 

1002. 
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La  Crosse  Shippers'  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  June  4, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
iO^  ▼.  Green  Bay  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Oct.  2<1,  1916)  P.UJL1917C, 

1116. 
Ladysmith  y.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  u  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  COb   (Wis.  Doc.  9, 

1916)   P.UJL19170,  1081. 
Lafayette   Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Ind.   No.   2806,   Feb.   26,   1917)    P.U.R. 

19iro,  1066. 
La  Harpe  Electric  Light  A;  P.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  6916,  Sept.  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
Lake  Charles  Rice  Mill.  Co.  y.  Louisiana  Western  R.  Co.    (La.  No. 

2S67,  Order  No.  2067,  Jan.  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  Ilia 
Lake  Erie  A  Ft.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  0>.   (Ind.  No.  2302, 

Feb.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
Lake  Erie  A  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  E-819,  Nov.  8,  1915)    P.UJL 

1917A,  1077. 
id.   (111.  E-373,  Jan,  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1079. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-428,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-440,  April  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 
id.   (111.  No.  4847,  June  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 
id.   (111.  E-662,  Sept.  22,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 
id.  (111.  E-602,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 
id.  (lU.  No.  6711,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1134. 
id.  (IlL  E-^11,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096.' 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2598,  Dec.  22,  1916)  P.U.Ra917B,  1109. 
id.  (lU.  E-614,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 
id.   (lU.  No.  E-685,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1029. 
id.  (lU.  Nos.  6017-6019,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2687,  May  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2717,  May  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
id.  American   Sheet   &    Tin    Plate    Co.    v.    (Ind.)    PJJja.l917C, 

1095. 
id.  Antle  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 

id.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  R.  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
id.  Horn  V.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1074. 
id.  Pullen  V.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
Id.  Spencer  v.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
id.  State   Public  Utilities   Commission  ex  rel.   Cameron  ▼.    (111. 

Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
Id.  State  Public   Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.   Cameron  v.    (IlL 

Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917E,  944. 
Id.  Union  Traction  Co.  v.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1149. 
Lake  .Forest  Water   Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   6161,  May  7,   1917)    P.UJL 

1917D,  1053. 
Lake  GJeorge  S.  B.  Cb.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6647,  June,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  992. 
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Lake  Linden  v.  HoughUm  County  Electric  Light  Co.    (Mich.  D-951, 

June  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1040. 
Lake  Morey  Teleph.  &  Tel^.  Co.,  Re   (N.  H.  D-320,  April  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
Lake  Repin  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  Aug.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917P,  810. 
Lake  Shore  &  M.  S.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  L-709,  March  22,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1136. 
Lake  Shore  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1130,  May  11,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1067. 
Lake  Shore  Stone  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  A,  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wig.  Oct.  31, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  16. 

id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Nov.  24,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  14. 
id.  V.  La  Crosse  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Nov.  24,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  730. 
Lak^   Foundry   A.  Mach.    Ck).,   Re    (Mich.   O7077,   June   13,    1917) 

P.UJL1917E,  1011. 
LambertviUe  Public   Service  Co.,  Re    (N.  J.  May  22,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1064. 
Lampson  Mercantile  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
Lancaster  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Platteville  R.  &  E.  Teleph.   Co.    (Wis. 

April  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  174. 
Landon,  State  ex  rel.  Bristow  v.    (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.tJ.R.1917F,  616. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Bristow  v.    (Kan.   Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917F,   739. 
Lane,  Re  (Wyo.  No.  30,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
Lansing  Connecting  R.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-871,  Aug.  3,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1072. 
id.   (Mich.  D-831,  Aug.  3,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
Lansing  Fuel   &  Gas   Co.,  Re    (Mich.   D-543,   Feb.   9,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1148. 
Lansing  Taxicab  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1166,  June  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1067. 
Lapachet,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.    3809,   Application   No.   2602,   Oct. 

21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1085. 
Laporte  Gas  &  E.   Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2909,  April  15,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1043. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3352,  Sept.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
Laramore  v.  Knox  Electric  Light  &  P.  CJo.    (Ind.  No.  1148,  Oct.  11  ^ 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  966. 

Latimer,  Re    (Mo.  Case  No.  971,  Dec.  12,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.   S.  C.  R. 

606)  P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  971,  Dec.  12,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  606) 

P.U.R.1917F,  44. 
Laurel  River  Logging  Co.,  Re    (N.  C.  Aug.   17,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

998. 
Lawrenceville  v.   Cleveland,  C.   C.   k  St.   L.   R.   Co.    (111.   No.   6283, 

'  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
Lawrenceville  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  CJo.,  Re    (111.  No.  7255,  Sept.  24, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
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Lawrence   Warehouse  Co.,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.   3885,   Application 
No.  2582,  Nov.  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1053. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3885,  Application  No.  2582,  Nov.  18,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917F,   931. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2723,  Decision  No.  4310,  May  10,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1058. 
Lawton  Grain  Co.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No. 

2689,  Order  No.  1236,  Feb.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  899. 
Leader  Co.,  Little  Rock  R.  &  Electric  Co.  v.   (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  453. 
Leavitt,  Re   (111.  No.  4827,  Dec.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
Lee  County  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  2477,  July  13,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 
Lee  County  Cent.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  T-332,  July  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
Leek,  Re   (Mich.  C-7077,  June  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1015. 
Lehigh  k  N.  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5909,  April  1,  1910) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6302,  Nov.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.  Dewalt  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917D,  381. 
Lehigh  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  2130,  March  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 
994. 
id.   (111.  No.  2130,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 
Lehigh-Buflfalo  Terminal  R.  Corp.,  Re   {^,  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6711, 
Oct.  5,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
id.  (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    Case    No.    5826,   March    20,    1917)    P.U.R. 
1917E,  1071. 
Lehigh    Nav.    Electric    Co.    Facility    Crossing,    Re    (Pa.    Docket   No. 
673-1916,  Feb.  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1083. 
id.  Pennsylvania  Utilities  Ck).  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  151. 
Lehigh  Valley  Coal  Sales  Co.  v.  Belt  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  4272,  May  7, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6896,  Sept.  24,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 
Lehi^  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5916,  April  6,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    No.    5954,    April    22,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1104. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5966,  April  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5965,  April  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6020,  May  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6030,  May  25,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6033,  May  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6035,  May  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6062,  June  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6081.  June  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6121,  July  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6122,  July  25,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6126,  July  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 
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Lehigh  Vall^  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6193,  Sept.  2,  1916) 
_  P.U.R.1917A,  1117.       ' 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6200,  Sept.  9,  1916)  PU.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6210,  Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6218,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6235,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1113. 
id.  (N.'Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6237,  Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1113. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6291,  Nov.  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  No.  6300,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6324,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.UJt.l917B,  1119. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6325,  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1119. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6363,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  No.  6373,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.R,1917B,  1123. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  No.  6379,  Dec.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  No.  6408,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6438,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6441,  March  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  No.  6694,  May  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
id.  (N.Y.2dDi8t  Caae  No.  6026,  June  19,1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Caae  No.  6027,  Juae  19,  1917)  P.U.Ra917F, 

919. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Case  No.  6028,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.B.1917F, 

919. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Caa.  No.  6029,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

930. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  No.  6679,  July  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  994. 
id.  V.  United  Statea  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct  1917,  243  U.  S.  412,  61  L. 

ed.  819,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  434)  P.U.R.1917E,  211. 
Leigh  Banana  Caae  Co.  v.  Southern  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2534,  Nov.  26, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 

Leighton,  Re  (N.  H.  D-361,  Sept.  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1C58. 
Lembroke  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Aug.  12,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1076. 
Lempster  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (N.   F.   D-387,   Order  No.   620,   April   3, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  998. 

id.  (N.   H.   No.   D-387,   Order   No.   620,   April   3,    1917)    P.U.R. 

191 7D,  1004. 
Lena   Electric    Light   &    P.   Co.,   Re    (111.   2Toa.    6583-6587,    May   29, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1061. 
id.   (111.  Noa.  6583—6587,  May  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  908. 
Le  Roy  Hydraulic  Electric  Gaa  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  E  1-31,  July 

31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
Leslie  &  O.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1132,  March  27,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1060. 
Lealie  Home  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Mich.   T-138,  June   12,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1049. 
Level  Run  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Va.  Caae  No.  570,  Feb.  8,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1051. 
Lewiaton  &  K.  Tump.  Co.,  Harahbarger  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 
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Lowiston,  A.  &  W.  Street  R.  Co^  Re   (Me.  No.  25,  Harcb  i9,  1937) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1011. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  No.  238,  April  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  313,  Sept  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  939. 
Lewiston,  G.  k  M.  Teleph.  Co.,  Parker  ▼.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917E,  397, 
Lexington  Mill  &  Elevator  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2939,  Feb. 

24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
Liberty  Gaslight  &   Fuel   Co.,   Re    (Ind.  No.   2852,   April   14,   1917) 

P.UJ1.1917E,  1043. 
Libertyville  Mut.  Teleph.  Aeso.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2898,  May  22,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  910. 
Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2580)  P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
Lima  v.  Chicago  &  E.  R.  Co.   (Ohio,  No.  846,  Jan.  12,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1106. 
Lincoln,  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  t.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
Lincoln  Cartage  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  I>-1112,  May  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

1062. 
Lineoln  Commercial  Club  ▼.  Missouri,  P.  R.  Co.   (Neb.  Formal  C<Hn- 
plaint  No.  291,  June  18,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  979. 
id.  V.  Union  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  308,  June  16, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  979. 
Lincoln  Northern  Railway  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4441,  Appli- 
cation Nob.  2904,  2905,  2906,  2907,  2908  and  2909,  July  5, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  871. 
Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  2466,  Jan. 
8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2466,  Jan.  3,  1916)   P.U.B.19170,  1117. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2466,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
id.  (Neb.   Application   No.    3077,   April   20,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1049. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2912,  July  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  482L 
id.  (Neb.  AppHcation  No.  2912,  July  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  606. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2912,  July  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  893. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3^72,  July  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3171,  July  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1014. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3193,  Aug.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1015. 
Lincohi  Water  &  Light  Co.,  Re  (III  No.  6406,  June  18,  1917)   P.UJL 

1917F,  948. 
Lindsay  Bros.  v.  Ahnapee  &  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Not.  6,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917E,  21. 
id.  V.  Ahnapee  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Nov.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  616. 
id.  V.  Ahnapee  &  W.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Nov.  6,  1917)    P.UJ1.1917B, 
14. 
Lindsay  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4225,  Applica- 
tion No.  2802,  April  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1045. 
Link  V.  Dickinson    (Mo.  Case  No.  970,  Aug.  21,  1016)    P.U.R.1917B, 

896. 
Linn  &  Benton  Coimties,  Iowa  R.  &  Light  Co.  v.  (Iowa)  P.U.R.1917B, 
1081. 

■  m  — —^- " 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digestedt  see  ante,  pp,  507—59^. 

Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


CASKS  ABSTRACTED.  713 

XiHviUe  Eiver  R.  Co^  Re   (N.  C.  June  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Linwood  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3140,  June  27,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1009. 
Lisbon  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (N.  H.  D-316,  Order  No.  606,  Feb.  27, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  998. 
Litchfield  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  T-201,  July  6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1089. 
Litchfield  &  Washington,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2323,  May  26,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917E,  1009. 
Little  Miami  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  991,  Dec.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B. 

1154. 
Little  Rock  R.  &  Electric  Co.  v.  Leader  Co.   (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  126 

Ark.  418,  LJLA.1917C,  374,  188  S.  W.  1182)    P^.U.R.1917D, 

453. 
live  Poultry  Transit  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6803,  Aprfl  10,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1089. 
Lizton  Mut.  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Ingram  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917E,  639. 

id.  Ingram  v.   (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
Lockport,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6066,  Dec.  27,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1071. 
id.  V.  Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6652,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1018. 
id.  V.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  <N.  Y.  2d  Disk.  Case  No.  6738,  Feb. 

27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
Lodcport  Bd.  of  Commerce  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 

Case  No.  5281,  Oct.  10,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1105. 
Lockport  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  New  York  0.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case 

No.  6281,  Dec  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Logan  V.  Logan  Waterworks  Co.  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  404,  Formal  Com- 
plaint No.  66,  Feb.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  146. 
id.  V.    Logan   Waterworks   Co.    (W.   Va.   Case   No.   404,   Formal 

Complaint  No.  65,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.lfil7E,  146. 
Id.  V.    Logan    Waterworks   Co.    (W.   Va.    Case   No.   404,    Formal 

Complaint  No.  65,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.J1.1917F,  142. 
Logansport  Heat  &  Power  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3143,  Sept  11,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  959. 
Loganville  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  July  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1053 
Logan  Waterworks  Co.,  Logan  v.    (W.  Va.)   P.UJL1917F,  142. 

id.  Logan  v,  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  146. 
Londahl  v.  Wakonda  Teleph.   Co.    (S.  D.  Order  No.  F-349,  Dec.   5, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 

Long  Beach  Power  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6822,  Jan.  25, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  999. 

Long  Branch  Sewer  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Dec.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  720. 
Long  Island  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  643,  May 

16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1022. 
Long  Island  Lighting  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6576,  March 

14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1070. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6677,  March  14,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E, 

1071. 
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Long  Island  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Caae  Na  5577,  Mftroh  14, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  914. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5578,  March  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1071. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5578,  March  14,  1917)   P.U.R,1917F, 

914. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5776,  March  14,  1917)   P.U.R,1917F, 

914. 
Long  Island  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5971,  April  20,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2099,  June  1,  1D16)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1101. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cwe  No.  4982,  June  6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1066. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4982,  June  6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1066. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  First  District  Case  No.  2099,  Second  District 

Case  No.  6591,  June  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
id.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  Nos.  1264,  1380,  June  29,  1916)   P.U.R. 

191 7A,  1058. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2082,  June  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1058. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4982,  Aug.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1059. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Di»t.  Case  No.  4982,  Nov.  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1070. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6309,  Nov.  25,  1916)    P.U.R,1917B,  1118. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5795,  Jan.  10,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917D, 

1065. 
id.  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  1261,  Jan.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1068. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  1262,  Feb.  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1068. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6421,  Feb.  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist..Caie  No.  6888,  March  26,  1917)  P.U.IL1917E, 

1072. 
id.   (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    Case    No.    6965,   April    26,    1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1074. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6652,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  990. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6661,  July,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6663,  July,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6664,  July,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6671,  July,  1917)  P.UJE1.1917F,  993. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6684,  July  21,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6692,  July  28,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6693,  July  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
id.  North   Side  Grange   v.    (N.   Y.    2d   Dist.)    P.U.R.1917F,   926. 
id.  St.  Albans  Improv.  Asso.  v.    (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1113. 
id.  Wading  River  Branch  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
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Loomis,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3819,  Application  No.  2581,  Oct.  24, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
Loosen  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No.  2731,  Order 

No.  1245,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Lope*,  Re    (Philippine,  Case  No.  903,   Aug.   27,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

91. 
Lorcha  Francisco,  Re  (Philippine,  Case  No.  894,  Aug.  17,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  915.  I 

Los  Angeles,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4417,  Application  No.  2884,  June 
22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  589. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4417,  Application  No.  2884,  June  22,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  694. 
id.  V.   Central   Trust   Co.    (Cal.    Sup.   Ct.   1916,  —  Cal.  — ,   159 

Pac.  1169)    P.U.R.1917D,  381. 
id.  Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.    (U.  S.  Dist.  a.)   P.U.R.1917F, 
833. 
Los  Angeles  &  A.  Land  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Application  No.  2848,  Decision 
No.  4385,  June  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1060. 
id.   (Ind.  Application  No.  2848,  Decision  No.  4385,  June  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  215. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4385,  Application  No.  2848,  June  12,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
Los  Angeles  &  S.  D.  Beach  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3880,  Appli- 
cation No.  2613,  Nov.  17,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1129. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4110,  Application  No.  2758,  Feb.  17,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1044. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4522,  Application  No.  2994,  Aug.  7,  1917) 
P.UJ1.1917F,  961. 
Lob  Angeles  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3921,  Application 
No.  2614,  Dec.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  3052. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2796,  Decision  No.  4282,  April  30,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  720. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2796,  Decision  No.  4282,  April  30,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1058. 
id.  (Utah,  Permit  No.  7,  July  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4516,  Application  No.  2987,  Aug.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  916. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4598,  Application  No.  3070,  Aug.  29,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4622,  Application  No.  3114,  Sept.  6,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Los   Angeles   County,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.   4204,   Application   No. 

2737,  March  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1053. 
Los  Angeles  Gas  &  E.  Co.  v.  Los  Angeles  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1917,  241 

Fed.  912)   P.UJ1.1917F,  833. 
Los  Argeles  Harbor  Wardiouse  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4112,  Ap- 
plication No.  2750,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R,1917E,  371. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4112,  Application  No.  2750,  Feb.  10,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1067. 
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Los  Gatos  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3878,  Application  No. 

2546,  Nov.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
Loucks  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  F-306,  Nov.  8,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1081. 
id.  V.  Cliicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  P.  F-350,  Nov.  8,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
Louisa  &  Des  Moines   Counties,   People's  Gas  &  £.   Co.   v.    (Iowa) 

P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
Louisiana  &  N.  W.  R.,  Railroad  Commission  t,   (La.)    P.U.R.1917C» 

1111. 
Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.,  Putnam  &  Norman  v,   (La.)    P.U.R.1917B» 
1110. 
id.  Railroad  Conmiisaion  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 
id.  Winnfield  Lumber  Co.  v.    (La.)    P.UJ1.1917A,  1094. 
Louisiana  Sand,  Gravel  &  Constr.  Co.  v.  Vicksburg,  S.  &  P.  R.  Co. 
(La.    Order   Nos.    2052,    2431,   Oct.    17,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1096. 
Louisiana  Swine  Breeders'  Asso.  v.  Railroads  in  Louisiana  (La.  Order 

Nos.  2042,  2555,  Sept.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1095. 
Louisiana   Western   R.    Co.,   Lake   Charles   Rice   Mill.   Co.   v.    (La.) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 
Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.,  Warren  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917F,  589. 
Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re   (lU.  E-385,  Feb.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1079. 
id.   (111.  E-579,  Oct.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 
id.   (Fla.  Order  No.  529,  File  No.  3866,  Nov.  11,  1916)    P.UJl. 

1917B,  1098. 
id.   (111.  E-662,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1097. 
id.  (lU.  No.  5667,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
id.   (111.  No.  4965,  &  1st  Supplemental  No.  4966,  Feb.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
id.   (111.  No.  6020,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  1450,  June  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1018. 
id.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.'  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1053. 
id.  (Ky.   Sup.   Ct.   1895,   17   Ky.   L.   Rep.   1136,  33   S.   W.   939) 

P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
id.  Dahlgren  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
id.  Okawville    v.    (111.    No.    5258,    Feb.    21,    1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1110. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Martin  v.   (Ala.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1084. 
Love  Bros.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (Ill  No.  2860,  April  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
Lowrey,  Re  (111.  No.  T-221,  July  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1089. 
id.   (111.  No.  4963,  July  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1091. 
id.   (111.  No.  6094,  Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1092. 
id.   (ni.  No.  5354,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1102. 
id.  (lU.  No.  5487,  Jan.  3,  1917)    P»U.R.1917B,  1102. 
id.  (IlL  No.  4801,  Jan.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1093. 
id.  (IlL  No.  5628,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1105. 
id.   (Dl.  No.  6358,  Feb.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
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Lowrey,  Re  (111.  No.  6836,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.   (111.  No.  6319,  April  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 

id.   (111.  No.  6320,  April  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
Lowville  &  B.  River  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Digt.  No.  6366,  Dee.  12, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 

Lucban  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Philippine,  Case  No.  884,  Feff^. 

8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1067. 

Luis  R.  Yangco,  The  (Philippine,  Case  No.  896,  Aug.  9,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1010. 
Luna  Park  Invest.  Co.  v.  Butte  Electric  R.  Co.    (Mont.  Docket  No. 

552;  Report  and  Order  No.  188,  Dec.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917F, 

595. 
Lusk,  Coxey  v.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
id.  Coxey  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
Luttringhaus  v.  Aurora,  E.  &  C.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  5683,  Jan.  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
Luxemburgh    Teleph.    Co.,    Re    (Wis.    April    1^,    1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1119. 
Lyme  People's  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (N.  H.  D-402,  Order  No.  689,  May 

9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1064. 

Lyon  &  Greenleaf,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2961,  May  11,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D. 

1003. 
Lyons  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Aug.  11,  1916)    P.U.R: 

1917A,  1076. 
McAlester  Fuel  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  Nos. 

2625   &  2626   consolidated.   Order   No.   1229,  -Jan.   31,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
McClellan,  Re   (Mich.  X-6548,  Sept.  13,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 
McCoy  V.  BuWum  Teleph.  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1054,  Dec.  12,  1916,  4 

Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  611)   P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
id.  V.  Buffum  Teleph.  Co.    (Mo.   Case  No.   1054,  Dec.   12,  1916 > 

P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
MoCrady   Bros.   Co.  v.   Pittsburgh    &  L.   E.   R.   Co.    (Pa.   Complaint 

Docket  No.  402,  July  15,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
McDonald  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.  D-341,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1113. 
MacDonald  Lumber  Co.  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co. 

(Wis.  No.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
McEwen  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  F-272,  Oct.  28,  191«| 

P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
McFadden  &  Co.  v.  Citizens  Teleph.  Co.   (111.  No.  6232,  July  30,  19ir| 

P.U.R.1917F,  892. 
McGinley  v.  Monitor  Oil  &  Gas  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2662,  Order  Kol 

1196,  Dec.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917F,  940. 
McGrew  Coal  Co.,  Missouri  P.   R.   Co.  v.    (U.   S.   Sup.   Ct.)    FJJJBC^ 

1917P,  616. 
McGuire  v.  New  York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.   (N.  Y.  Afortt  lfi>. 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  942. 

McHenry  County  Independent  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6268,  Marc^ 
7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1001. 

for  Table  of  Cases  IHgested,  see  anie,  pp.  367^609^ 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


718  CASES  ABSTRACTED. 

McHenry  County  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (lU.  No.  5806,  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1088. 
id.   (lU.  No.  5806,  Dec.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1079. 
id.   (111.  No.  6626,  May  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 
id.   (111.  No.  6626,  June  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 
Mclntyre  v.  Chicago,  B.  k  Q.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  5834,  July  30,  1917) 

F.U.R.1917F,  929. 
Mackay  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  F-177,  Order  No.  461,  Oct.  3, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 
Mackie  Fine  Products  Co.  v.  Yazoo  k  M.  Valley  R.  Co.    (La.  Order 

No.  2010,  No.  2496,  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
McKinley,  Re  (111.  No.  E-486,  July  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1146. 
McLean  Lumber  Co.  v.  United  States  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1910,  237  Fed. 

460)   P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  V.  United  States  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1916,  237  Fed.  460)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  835. 
McLemore  v.  Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No.  2508, 

Order  No.  1187,  Nov.  29,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
McManus  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  k  P.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6887,  June  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
McManus  k  Bradford,  Re  (Mich.  D-llOO,  Jan.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1147. 
McMillan  v.   Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Wis.   Oct.   7,   1916)    P.UJL 

1917A,  1076.- 
McMillen  v.  Marion  Center  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Dockets  Nos. 

1074,  1082  and  308,  Nov.  17,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  452. 
McMinnville,  Re  (Or.  F-661,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  243,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  927. 
McMorran  Mill.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  D.  k  C.  G.  T.  Junction  R.  Co.   (CaL 

D-1052,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  938. 
Macoupin  County  Extension  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6716,  May  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
McSQiirran  v.  Southern  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

1023,  April  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  216. 
Madera  Gras  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Application  No.  2665,  Decision  No.  4049, 

Jan.  24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1043. 
Madison  County  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (111.  Case  No.  4851,  April  13. 

1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 
id.   (111.  Case  No.  4458,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 
id.   (111.  Xo.   5641,   Nov.  24,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1078. 
id.   (111.  No.  6139,  ^xay  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 
Madison  Farmers'  Elevator  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (S.  D. 

F-68,  July  22,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1142. 
Madison  Gas  k  E.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  1913,  11  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  293)   P.U.R, 

1917D,  473. 
id.  (Wis.  1013,  11  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  293,  300)    P.U.R.1917D,  475. 
Madison,  I.  k  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  6636,  Sept.  15,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1070. 
MadisooviUe  Business  Men's  Club  Co.  v.   Baltimore  &  0.  S.  R.   Co. 

(Ohio,  No.  1038,  July  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  493. 
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Maghee  v.  Camden  &  A.  R.  Traiusp.  Co.    (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  1871,  45 

N.  Y.  620,  6  Am.  Rep.  124)  P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
Mahoning  A  S.  R.  Light  Co.,  Reynolda  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917E,  72. 
Mahoning  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  963,  Oct.  30,  1916)    P.U.R. 
1917B,  1163. 

id.  (Ohio,  No.  1000,  Dec.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1164. 

id.  (Ohio,  No.  1078,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1166. 
Maine  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  144,  May  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1055. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  144,  May  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  172,  June  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1095. 

id.  (Me.  Supplement  to  R.  R.  180,  Aug.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1096. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  198,  Sept.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  191,  Sept.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1065. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  206,  Sept.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  219,  Dec.  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  209,  Dec.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1076, 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  226,  Feb.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  231,  March  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  231.1,  March  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  235.1,  March  31,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  236,  March  31,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917D,  1025. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  241,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  240,  April  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  257.1.  May  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  268.1,  May  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  264,  June  27,  1917)  P.U.R.19nF,  963. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  275,  July  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F.  934. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  296.1,  Aug.  28,  1917)-P.U.R.1917F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  309,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  316,  Sept.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  316.1,  Sept.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  ll.  R.  317.1,  Sept.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1017F,  976. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  318,  Sept.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  977. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  326,  Oct.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  328.1,  Oct.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  977. 

id.  (Me.  R.  R.  824.1,  Oct.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  963. 

id.  Bailey  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  87. 

id.  Chick  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 

id.  Consolidated  Broken  Stone  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  (Me.)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  1039. 

id.  Morey  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 

id.  Worthley  v.   (Me.)    P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Maiden,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1338,  Feb.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1075. 
Maloney  Tank  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause 
No.  2733,  Order  No.  1232,  Feb.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
Malott  V.  WiWwood  &  D.  B.  Short  Line  R.  Co.  (N.  J.  July  17,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
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INfanchester,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2300,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.10l7C^: 

1054. 
MaiwAeflter,  D.  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Vt.  No.  600,  Dec.  6,  1916)   P.UJU 

1917C,  1073. 
Manchester  Traction,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-422,  July  19,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  913. 
id.  Thompson  v.   (N.  H.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917F,  940. 
Manger  v.  Monterey  County  Waterworks   (Cal.  Case  No.  949,  Decision 

No.  4054,  Jan.  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
Manhattan,  Wabash  R.  Co.  v.    (111.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1070. 
Manila  Gas   Corp.,   Re    (Philippine,  Case  No.   861,  April    18,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1077. 
Manila  R.  Co.,  Re   (Philippine,  Case  No.  785,  May  17,  1916)    P.U.R, 

i917A,  1121. 

id.   (Philippine,  Case  No.   819,   Oct.  9,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1157. 

id.  (Philippine,  Case  No.  820,  Nov.  1,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 

id.   (Philippine,  Case  No.  832,  Jan.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,   1167. 

Manistee  Light  &  Traction  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  No.  2402,  July  19,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
Manistique  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1080,  Jan.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1146. 
Mansfield  State  Normal   School  v.   Mansfield  Water   Co.    (Pa.   Com- 
plaint Docket  No.  627,  Dec.  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  216. 
id.  V.  Mansfield  Water  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  627,  Dec. 

13,  1916)   P.U.R.1917F,  143. 
Mansfield  Water  Co.,  Mansfield  State  Normal  School  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  216. 
id.  Mansfield  State  Normal  School  v.    (Pa.)   P.U.R,1917F,  143. 
Manufacturers  &  C.   ClJoal  Co.  v.   Illinois  C.   R.  Co.    (111.   No.  2866, 

April  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
Manufacturers  &  Property  Interests  Asso.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (N» 

J.  April  24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  939. 
Manufacturers'  Junction   R.  Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   6470,  Oct.  23,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1033. 
Marcellus  &  0.  Lake  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6267,  Oct  30, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6375,  Dec.  21,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1091., 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6584,  May  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  989. 
Marcus  v.  Marcus  Light  &  Water  Co.   (Wash.  No.  1978,  Sept.  1917 > 

P.U.R.1917F,  957. 
id.  v.  Marcus  Light  &  Water  Co.   (Wash.  No.  1978,  Sept  1917 > 

P.U.R.1917F,  1019. 
Marcus  Light  &  Water  Co.,  Marcus  v.    (Wash.)   P.U.R.1917F,  967. 

id.  Marcus  v.   (Wash.)   P.U.R.1917F,  1019. 
Maricopa   County,  Re    (Ariz.   Docket  Nos.   380,   386,   July   5,    191 7 > 

P.U.R.1917F,  916. 
Marion  &  E.  R.  Co.,  T^  (111.  T-347,  Sept  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
Marion  Center  Water  O).,  McMillen  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  452. 
Marion  Cooperage  Co.  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No. 

2748,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
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Mirian  Lig^t  &  Heating  Ck).,  Be    (Ind.  No.  3074,  June  29,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3706,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3076,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3077,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3078,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id,   (Ind.  No.  3079,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
Marion  Water  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  1017,  Dec.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1154. 
Marquette  &  A.  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  June  2,  19X7)   P.UJl. 

1917E,  1052. 
Marquette  Cement  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Ck>.   (111.  Case  No.  43S2, 

April  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
Marr  v.  Pt.  Pleasant  Waterworks  Co.   (N.  J.  Jan.  30,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  105. 
Marsh,  Re   (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-140,  Order  No.  307,  Deo.  12,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
Marshall  v.  Chicago,  B.  ft  <).  R.  Go.  (Mo.  Case  Nos.  301,  303,  304,  306, 

703,  704,  Sept.  30,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  339)  P.U.R.1917C, 
1068. 

id.  V.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  Nos.  301,  303,  305,  703, 

704,  Sept.  30,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  339)    P.U.R.1917E, 
1021. 

id.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  ▼.  <Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1062. 
id.  V.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.   (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  268,  Oct. 
11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 
Marshall  &  E.  T.  R.  Co.,  Ro  (Tex.  Circular  No.  6188,  Oct.  1,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  1002. 
Marshfield,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1203,  May  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1203,  May  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
id.  (Or.   F-633,   P.    S.   C.   Or.   Order   No.   250,   Sept    13,    1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  927. 
Marshfield  Teleph.  Exch.,  Re    (Wis.  —  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  — ,  May  26, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  954. 
id.  (Wis.  —  Wis.   R.   C.    R.  — ,  May   26,    1915)    P.U.R.1917E, 

962. 
id.  (Wis.  —  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  — ,  May  26,  1017)  P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
id.  (Wis.   —   Wis.    R.    C.    R.   — ,    May   26,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

948. 
id.  (Wis.  —  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  — ,  May  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  948. 
Mars  Hill  &  B.  Water  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U-173,  June  12,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1066. 
Martinez  Land  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4064,  Application  No.  2699, 

Jan.  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
Marty  &  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4978,  March  15,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917D,  1049. 
Marx  Bros.  &  Barth  v.  COiicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Feb.  3, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1109. 
Ma«)n-Hawp€  Elevator  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  5625,  Oct.  39,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  1132. 
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MassachuseiU  Milk  Rates,  Re   (Maag.  P.  S.  C.  1148,  July  31,  1017) 

P.U.R.1917F,  493. 
id.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1148,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  687. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1148,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  689. 
Massachusetts  Northeastern  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-360,  Dec.  20, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1149. 
Matherville  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Dl.  No.  6697,  June  19,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  943. 
Mattawan,  Re  (Mich.  X-6818,  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
Matthews  &  Sons  v.  Trans-Mississippi  Terminal  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2660, 

Order  No.  2117,  Sept.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
Maumee  Valley  Electric   Co.,   Re    (Ohio,   No.   973,   March   29,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1006. 
Maximum   Rates,   Re    (La.   Order  No.   2011,  June   20,    1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1094. 
Mayville  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  July  17,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1052. 
Mazatzal  Min.  Co.,  Re    (Ariz.  Permit  No.   1(K)6,  Investment  Co.  No. 

696,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
Mazomanie  v.  Black  Earth    (Wis.  March  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  174, 
id.  V.  Wisconsin  River  Power  Co.  (Wis.  Oct.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

946. 
Mediator  Pub.  Co.  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

5831,  Feb.  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
Meier  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  959,  Decision  No.  4246,  April 

16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  898. 
Melville  v.  Chippewa  County  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.  Jan.  29,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1119. 
Melvin  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6159,  May  14, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1047. 
Menard  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6679,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  908. 
Menard  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6679,  June  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1063. 
Menasha  Wooden  Ware  Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  k  0.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Oct. 

16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  901. 
Mendon  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  5768,  Jan.  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1136. 
Menomonie  Falls  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Wis.  April  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1119. 
Men's  Club  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (WU.  Nov.  28,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  894. 
id.  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F, 

617. 
Merced  County,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3487,  Application  No.  2253,  July 

1,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1052. 
Merced  Stone  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4579,  Application  No.  3090, 

Aug.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
Mercer  County,  Re   (N.  J.  Sept.  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
Merchants  Basket  &  Box  Co.  v.  Illinois  0.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6457,  June 

26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
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Merchants  Heat  k  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  Case  No.  29S9,  May  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1056. 
Merchant's  Line,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  «657,  May  8,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  988. 
Meridian  Power  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-1088,  Dec.  6,  1916)    P.U.R.19173, 

1145. 
Merkle  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Mont.  Dodcet  No.  615,  Order  No.  161, 

May  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
Merrick  Co.  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct. 

1916,  35  N.  D.  331,  160  N.  W.  140)   P.U.R.1917D,  729. 
Method  of  Computing  Passenger  &  Freight  Rates,  Re  (Philippine  Case 

No.  800,  Aug.  17,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
Meyer-Hydro-Eleotric  Power  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2681,  June 

23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1069. 
Miami,  Re    (Okla.   Cause  No.  2768,  Order  No.   1215,  Jan.   15,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Michigan  Air  Line  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  X-6622,  Oct.  4, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1074. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6641,  Oct.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1074. 
Michigan  Carriers,  Re  (Mich.  D-996,  July  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 

id.   (Mich.  D-1158,  May  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1020^. 
Michigan   Carriers  of  Lower  Peninsula,  Re    (Mich.   D-1158,   May   1, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
Michigan   Carriers  of  Upper   Peninsula,   Re    (Mich.   D'1158,  May  8, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
Michigan  C.  R.  Belt  Line,  Re    (Mich.   X-2675,  Dec.  5,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1077. 
Michigan  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  4068,  July  13,  1916)   P.U.R.ltl7A, 
1072. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  X-6503,  July  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 
"     id.    (Mich.  X-6504,  July  14,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 
id.   (111.  No.  4994,  Aug.   8,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6489,  Aug.  22,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6587,  Aug.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1073. 
id.   (111.   L-1697,   Sept.   22,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1140. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6631,  Sept.  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1074. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6359,  Oct.  18,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1074. 
id.   (111.  No.  4297,  Oct.  30,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1099. 
id.   (Mich.  X-C750,  Oct.  31,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
id.    (Mich.  X-2819,  Nov.  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  X-6796,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1101,  Jan.  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1146. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1072,  Feb.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6969,  Feb.  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
id.   (111.  No.  4948,  Feb.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.   (Mich.  D-944,  Feb.  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  1402,  Feb.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1126,  Feb.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1148. 
id.   (Mich.  No.   1611,  March  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1060. 
id.   (111.  No.  6399,  March  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,   1049. 
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Michigan   C.    R.   Co.,   Re    (111.   T-304,  April   3,   1917)    P.UJL1017C^ 
1095. 
id.  (Mich.  No.  7046,  April  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1000. 
id.   (111.  No.  6016,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  No.  6419,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  97X. 
id.   (111.  No.  6662,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
id.   (111.  T-337,  July  31,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1005. 
id.   (Mich.  C-7077,  Sept.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
id.  (Mich.  O-7077,  Sept.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
id.  (Mich.  X-943,  Sept.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  926. 
id.  Dunbar  Stone  Co.  v.    (Mich.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
id.  Michigan  Livestock  Dealers  Asao.  v.  (Mich.)  P,U.R.1917E,  890. 
id.  Michigan  Livestock  Dealers  Asso.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917E,  898. 
id.  Michigan  Sugar  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
id.  Rochester  Sand  &  Brick  Co.  v.   (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
id.  Strable  Lumber  &  Salt  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
Michigan  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1103,  Feb.  1,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917B, 
1147. 
id.   (Mich.  I>-n03,  April  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1061. 
Michigan  Independent  Teleph.  &  Traffic  Asso.   (Mich.  T-128,  June  29, 

1917  >  P.U.R.1917F,  893. 
Michigan  Light  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-763,  Jan.  26,  1917)    P.UJ1.1917B, 
1147. 
id.   (Mich.  D-763,  June  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1067. 
Michigan  Livestock  Dealers  Asso.  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  D-1049, 
Feb.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  890. 
id.  V.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.    (Mich.  D-1049,  Feb.  7,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917E,  898. 
Michigan   Northern    Power    Co.,   Re    (Mich.    D-717,   March    8,    1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1059. 
Michigan  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  X-6398,  July  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 
id.   (Mich.  D-831,  Aug.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1017A,  1073. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6749,  Nov.  21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1076. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1118,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1060. 
Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1102,  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1091. 
Michigan  Sugar  Co.  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  I.  &,  S.  Dockets  Nos. 

870,  871,  873,  April  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
Michigan  United  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1062,  Jan.  8,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917C, 

1059. 
Mid-Co  Gasoline  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No. 

2703,  Order  No.  1174,  Nov.  20,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1123. 
Middlebourne  Gas  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.  Case  Nos.  490,  491,  Dec.  29,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917E,  268. 
id.   (W.  Va.  Case  Nos.  490,  491,  Dec.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917F,  742. 
Middlesex  &  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1769,  Aug.  10,  1917)  P.UJL 

1917F,  619. 
Middletown  &  U.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6288,  Nov.  16,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6643,  Jime,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917F,  99L 
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Midland  Counties  Pub.  Service  Corp.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3042, 
AppUcation  No.  2664,  Dec.  20,  1916)  P.U.R.191TB,  1130. 
id.  (CaI.  Decision  No.  4320,  Application  No.  2895,  May  17,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1058. 
id.  (Ckl.  Decision  No..  4369,  Application  No.  2837,  June  2,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1059. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4369,  Application  No.  2837,  June  2,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  607. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4574,  Application  No.  3123,  Aug.  25,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
Midland  Warehouse  &  Transfer  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  5418-D,  Nov.  23, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
id.  (111.  No.  6101,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1053. 
id.   (111.  No.  6746,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
Mifflin  Creamery  Co.  v.  Mifflintown  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  1233,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Mifflintown  Water  Co., 'Mifflin  Creamery  Co.  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917D, 

1040. 
Milan  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2795,  March  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 
1002. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2796,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 
Milburn  Twp.,  Whittingham  v.  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.Uil.l917P,  653. 
Mllford  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-139,  June  12,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1049. 
Milladore  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Oct.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Miller,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4377,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 

id.  V.  Bingham  &  G.  R.  Co.  (Utah,  July  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  687. 
id.  V.  Bingham  &  G.  R.  Co.  (Utah,  July  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.  V.  Central  U.  Teleph.  Co.  (111.  No.  6276,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1009. 
id.  V.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1354,  Aug. 

28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3817,  Case  No.  973,  Oct. 
24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
Miller  Lumber  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Ciuse  No.  2770, 

Order  No.  1218,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Mills,  Re  (Iowa,  April  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
Mill  S.  B.  Line,  Re  (111.  No.  0288,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1010. 
Mill  Street  Crossing,  Re  (Wis.  Nov.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  248. 
MiUviUe  v.  West  Jersey  &  S.  S.  R.  Co.  (N.  J.  Sept.  17,  1917)   P.U.R 

1917F,  926. 
Milne  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (S.  D.  F-138,  July  22,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1142. 
Milo  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me,  F.  C.  115,  Aug.  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  817 

id.  (Me.  F.  C.  115,  Aug.  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1012. 
MUton  Creek  Logging  C9.,  Re   (Or.   F-660,  April  11,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1063. 
MUwaukee  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Jan.  23,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917D,  383. 
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Milwaukee  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wb.  J«a.  23,  1917)   P.UJL 
1017D,  383. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Jan.  29,  1W7)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  44. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Vis.  May  1,  1017)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1023. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  May  1,  1917)    P.UJt. 
1917E,  1023. 
Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.,  State  ex  rel.  Milwaukee  v.   (Wis. 

Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  269. 
Milwaukee   Light,  Heat  &  Traction   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   Sept.   11,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
Mineral  Point  v.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1108. 
Mineral  Point  Puh.  Service  Co.,  Woodbury  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  893. 
Minges,  Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.   3904,  Application  No.   2440,  Dec.  2, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1065.  % 

Minier  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6671,  May  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1053. 
Minimum  Carload  Weight  on  Grain  Products,  Re  (S.  D.  Dodcet  F-160. 

F-239,  Oct.  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
Minkler  Southern  R.  (>>.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3865,  Application  No. 

2609,  Nov.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1052. 
Minneapolis  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4723,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1089. 
id.   (111.  T-234,  Aug.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1091. 
id.   (111.  No.  6198,  Sept.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1092. 
id.   (111.  E-625,  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 
id.   (Minn.  A-1949,  Jan.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
id.   (Minn.  A-1892,  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1103. 
id.   (111.  No.  6173,  Jan.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1137. 
id.   (111.  T-303,  March  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 
id.   (111.  No.  3998,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  6010  and  6011,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  T-322,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.   (111.  T-334,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1004. 
id.  Ft.  Dodge  V.   (Iowa)   P.U.R.1917F,  561. 
id  Hammill  v.    (Iowa)   P.U.R.1917F,  93L 
id.  O'Brien  v.   (S.  D.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1115. 
Minneapolis  Civic  ft  Commerce  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co. 
(Minn.  Sup.  Ct.   1916,  —  Minn.  — ,  158  N.  W.  817)    P.U.R. 
1917A,  1096. 
id.  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.   (Minn.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Minn.  — , 
162  N.  W.  690)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 
Minneapolis,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1081. 
id.   (111.  No.  5322,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1092,  Dec.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1146. 
id.   (Wis.  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1109. 
id.   (111.  T-272,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
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Minneapolis,  St.  P.  ft  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.,  R«  (111.  let  Cupp.  No,  3974, 

MAfch  la,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1020. 
id.   (111.  T-308,  April  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 
id.   (IlL  No«.  6012  and  6013,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6138,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.   (M5ch.  D-llfiO,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1067. 
id.   (111.  T-341,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  972. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6433,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
id.  Baker  County  v.    (Minn.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1079. 
id.  C(Mnertown  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
id.  Culbertson  v.  (Wia.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
id.  Daleview  v.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
id.  Knapp  v.  (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  213. 
id.  Kneeland-West  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Wia.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
id.  Ladysmith  v.   (Wia.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1081. 
id.  MacDonald  Lunkber  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
id.  T.  Marshall  (Wis.  June  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 
id.  Merrick  Co.  v.   (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917D,  729. 
id.  Northwestern  Cooperage  &  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.UJ1.1917F, 

1021. 
id.  Happel  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
id.  Stack  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
id.  Stack  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  Stack  Lumber  Co.  v.   (Mich.)   P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
id.  Waupaca  Sand  ft  Gravel  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1133. 
Minneapolis,  S.  Ste.  M.  ft  A.  R.  Co.,  Plunkett  y.  (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

191 7E,  896. 
Missabe  Ice  Co.  y.  Duluth,  M.  ft  N.  R.  Co.    (Midi.  A-1348,  Not.  12, 

1915)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1096. 
Mississippi  Commission  v.  All  Railroads  (Miss.  No.  4440,  Oct.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
id.  V.  All  Raihroads   (Miss.  No.  4443,  Oct.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

978. 
id.  T.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.    (Miss.  No.  4424,  Oct.  6,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  978. 
id.  V.    Southern   R.   Co.    (Miss.   No.   4394,   Oct.   6,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  978. 
Mississippi  C.   R.  Co.,  Re    (Miss.  No.  4387,  March  7,  1917)    P.UJL 

1917C,  1112. 
Mississippi  Railroad  Commission  v.  All  Railroads  (Miss.  No.  4857,  Nov. 

9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  V.  All  Railroads  (Miss.  No.  4367,  Aug.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

978. 
id.  V.  Southern  R.  Co.  (Miss.  No.  3078,  Oct.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

940. 
Mississippi  River  Power  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6176,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1049. 
id.   (111.  No.  6634,  May  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1056. 
Mississippi  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4863,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  452. 
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Miasouri,  Kelco  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1W7F,  741. 

Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1142,  Jan.  0, 1017)  P.UJL 
1917D,  1003. 

id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1142,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.UJt.l917D,  1062. 
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id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1096,  Nov.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1068. 

id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2925,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.RJ917B,  1112. 
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Mountain  State  Oil  Co.,  Re    (Okla.  Cau^e  No.  2821,  Order  No.  3244, 

Feb.  23»  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
Mountain  State  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Mont  Docket  No.  545,  Sept. 
11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
id.   (Mont.  Docket  No.  545,  Sept.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  382,  Deo. 
28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  424,  May  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  998. 
Mountain  Water  Co.,  Weldenhamer  v.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  41. 

id.  Weldenhamer  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  165. 
Mt.  Holly  Water  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Sept.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  1024. 
Mt.  Hood  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  F-626,  P.  8.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  219,  July  90, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  921. 
Mt.  Horeb  Heat,  Light  &  P.  O.  y.  Black  Earth   (Wis.  Sept  1916) 

P.UJ1.1917C,  1118. 
Mt  Jackson  Water  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4090,  Application 

No.  2684,  Feb.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1131. 
Mt  Pulaski  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  E-681,  Oct  23, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1158. 
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Mt  Polaski  Electric  Ligkt,  Heat  &  P.  Co^  Re  (IlL  No.  0709,  Nov.  U, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1159. 
Mt.  Tamalpaie  &  M.  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (GaL  Deoision  No.  3966,  Applica- 
tion No.  2671,  Dec.  29,  1916)    P.UJt.l917B,  1130. 
Mt.  Union  v.  Mt  Union  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  No.  1032,  Nov.  17, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  945. 
Mt.  Union  Water  Ca,  Mt.  Union  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.Ra917E,  945. 

id.  Stratford  v.   (Pa.)   P,U.R.1917E,  1057. 
Mt.  Vernon,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  254,  Sept.  7,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917A,  1063. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Disk.  Case  No.  254,  Feb.   13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 
1066. 
Mt.  Vernon  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  30U,  June  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
Mt  Vernon  Waterworks  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2634,  Dec.  1,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  1140. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3037,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  1469,  Oct.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
Mt  Whitney  Power  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (CaL  Decision  No.  4300,  Case 

No.  1043,  May  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  452. 
Mowata  v.  New  Orleans,  T.  &  M.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2635,  Order  No.  2094, 

AprU  11,  1917)  P.UJtl917C,  1111. 
Mozley  A.  CUrk,  Re   (Kaif.  Docket  No.  1101,  Sept  11,  1915)   P.UJt. 

1917B,  1091. 
M.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  AppUcation  No.  3020,  Feb.  14,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1112. 
Multnomah  County,  Re   (Or.  F-604,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  212,  July 
16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 
id.  (Or.  F-^10,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  253,  S^t.  19,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  931. 
Muncie  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2718,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1086. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3056,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3061,  June  29, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3062,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  8063,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3064,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3067,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.   (Ind-  No.  2924,  June  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  23. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2924,  June  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  738. 
Muncie  Waterworks  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  3052,  July  14,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1066. 
Municipal  Excavator  Co.  v.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No. 

2518,  Order  No.  1134,  Sept  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  20. 
Municipal  Gas  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y,  2d  Dist  Case  No.  5793,  Dec.  12,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1061. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  El-27,  Jan.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Municipal  Water  &  Electric  Light  Plant,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3047,  Aug.  10, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3147,  Aug.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  965. 
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Munsej  v.  Hampton  Waterworks  Co.    (N.  H.  D-848,  July  11,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  142. 
id.  V.  Hampton  Waterworks  Go.    (N.  H.  D-348,  July  11,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  148. 
Munster  v.  Pittsburg,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2782,  July  80,. 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  478. 
Murga,  Re  (Philippine  Case  No.  874,  June  20,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  641. 
Murphy  v.  Boston  Elev.  R.  Co.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1242,  Dec.  30,  1910) 

P.U.R.1917F,  696. 
Murphysboro  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  6481,  Oct  6,  1916)   P.U.IL 

1917A,  1064. 
Murphysboro  &  S.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  2447,  Noy.  11,  1916)   P.UJl. 

.1917E,  1034. 
Murphysboro  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (IB.  No.  6652,  June 

28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1064. 
Murphysboro  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (111.   No.   6650,  May  8,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1054. 
id.   (111.  No.  7254,  Oct.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  944. 
Murphysboro  Waterworks,  Re   (111.  No.  7060,  July  80,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  944. 
Murray  Electric  Light  A  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Ditt.  Case  No.  3467, 

April  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1074. 
Murray  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Oct.  %  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Murry  v.  Redondo  Water  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4002,  Case  No.  979, 

Jan.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  199. 
id.  V.  Redondo  Water  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4002,  Case  No.  979, 

Jan.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  546. 
id.  y.  Redondo  Water  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4002,  Case  No.  979, 

Jan.  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
id.  y.  Redondo  Water  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4205,  Case  No.  979, 

March  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  209. 
id.  y.  Redondo  Water  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4205,  Case  No.  979, 

March  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  144. 
Mutual  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4351,  Not.  8,  1916)   P.UJL1917C, 

1116. 
Myers  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2505,  Nov.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1089. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2644,  Jan.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
Nantucket  R.  Co.,  Re    (Mass.  P.  S.   C.    1657,  May  9,   1017)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1059. 
Napa  Valley  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4388,  Application  No. 

2898,  June  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1060. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4388,  Application  No.  2898,  June  12,  1917) 

P.UJR.1917F,  607. 
id.  Calistoga  Electric  Co.  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
Napoleon  Lumber  &  Handle  Co.  v.  Detroit,  T.  &  I.  R.  Co.  (Ohio  No. 

1042,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
Nappanee  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2974,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

910. 
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Nftrraganftett  Copper  Coi.,  Re   (Ariz.  Pennit  No.  1007,  Invettnent  Co. 

No.  709,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
NarragaiiBett  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re    (R.  I.  No.  359,  Aug.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
Narragansett  Electric  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  335,  May  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1040. 
Narragansett  Pier  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co^  Re  (R.  I.  No.  361,  Aug.  8, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  93«. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  307,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  957. 
Nashville  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (111.  E-604,  Nov.  24,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1095. 
id.   (111.  No.  7073,  July  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  944. 
National  Brick  Co.  v.  Elgfai,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  29o9,  June  9, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1127. 

id.  V.  Elgin,  J.  A  E.  R,  Co.   (lU.  No.  2989,  April  23,  1917)  P.UJl 

1917D,  1022. 
National  Fire  Proofing  Co.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5372, 

March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
National    League    v.    Central    R.    Co.     (Mich.    May    9,    1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  30. 
National  Tube  Co.  v.  Pittsburg,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (W.  Va.  Case 

No.   398,   Formal  Complaint  No.   53,  Nov.  20,  1916)    P.U.R. 

191 7E.  15. 
-Natomas  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4224,  Application  No.  2779, 

AprU  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1046. 
Nauvoo  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6728,  June  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 
Neame,  C.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Powell  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1917F,  974. 
Nebraska  Gas  &  E.   Co.,  Re    (Neb.   Application   No.  2952,   April   21, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  998. 

Nebraska  Land  &,  Cattle  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3105,  May  7, 

1917)  P.UJ1.1917D,  1063. 
Nebraska  Roads,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2847,  Aug.  17,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1100. 
Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2910,  Sept.  28,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
id.   (S.  D.  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1093. 

id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2969,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2979,    March    3,    1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1049. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2968,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3065,  April  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1063. 
id.  (S.  D.  Order  No.  2454,  June  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1051. 
id.  (S.  D.  Inf.  Docket  No.  2455,  June  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1051. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3183,  July  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1014. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  2985,  July  28,  1917)  P.U.R.  1917F,  1014. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3274,  Sept  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1015. 
Neil,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  5376,  July  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 
902. 
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NekDosa  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  S^  2,  1916)   P.UJL 

1917A,  1076. 
Nelson  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R,  06.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2735,  Order  No. 

1242,  Feb.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
NelsonvUle  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  April  20, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1061. 

id.  Gullikson  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1119. 
Nestead  v.  New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  (J^se  No.  SI5ai, 

May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 
Nevada-Calif omia-Oregon  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4287,  Applica- 
tion No.  2814,  May  2,  1917)  P.UJt.l917E,  1058. 
Nevada  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1068,  Sept.  25,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  1092. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1068,  Sept.  25,  1916)  P.U.Ra917B,  1148. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1068,  Sept.  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1097. 
Nevis  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Aug.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  1014. 
New  Achille  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2988,  Ord^  No.  1293, 

June  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  683. 
Newark,  Newark  Natural  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  380. 
Newark  Natural  Gas  A.  Fuel  Co.  v.  Newark  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  242 
U.  S.  406,  61  L.  ed.  393,  37  Sup.  CH^  Rep.  156)   P.U.R.1917E, 
380. 
Newark  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  987,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1066. 
Newaygo  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Mich.  D-1159, 

June  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  977. 
New  Bedford  Gas  &  Edison  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Nov.  7»  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1144. 
id.   (Mass.  June  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
Ne  vberg  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1100. 
New  Britain,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2425,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

917. 
New  Brunswick  Citizens  Tel^.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  1283,  Feb.  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1097. 
Newburgh  Industrial  Center,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5846,  Feb. 

26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1062. 
New  England  Power  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  July  31,  1916)  P.UJR.1917A,  1149. 
New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Vt,  No.  482,  Sept.  9,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1157. 
id.   (Vt.  No.  496,  Dec.  5,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1158. 
id.  (Me.  U-187,  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  933. 
id.  (R.  I.  No.  342,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1060. 
id.   (Me.  U-191,  June  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  911. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-405,  July  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  913. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-411,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  945. 
id.  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1201,  July  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1013. 
id.  (Me.  U-No.  217,  Aug.  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1012. 
id.  (Me.  U-221.1,  Aug.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1012. 
id.  (Me.  U-23a,  Sept.  21,  1j17)   P.U.R.1917P,  1013. 
id.  Cumberland  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917F,  173. 
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Newfield  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Me.  U-IW,   Fteb.   13,   1917)    P.U.R.1W7B, 

1143. 
New  Haven  k  N.  Co.,  State  v.  (Conn.  Sup.  Ot.)  P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
New  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio  No.  998,  April  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

looe. 

New   Jersey  Power   k  Light  Co.,   Re    (N.   J.   Jan.    16,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1064. 
New  Jersey  ShipbuiMing  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Sept.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

919. 
New  Jersey  Zinc  Co.  v.  Central  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  116, 

Feb.  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  16. 
id.  v.  Central  Railroad  Co.  of  New  Jersey  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  116,  Feb.  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 
Newland  v.  Wichita  Falls  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No.  2494, 

Order  No.  1228,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Newmarket   Electric   Co.,   Re    (N.   H.    D-399,   June    6,    1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  912. 
Newmarket  Electric  Light,  Power  k  Heat  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  D-396,  April 

18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1004. 
New  Orleans  v.  Pontchartrain  R.  Co.   (La.  Order  No.  2078,  No.  2661, 

March  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
New  Orleans  k  N.  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2084,  No.  2626,  March 

21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  102g. 
New  Orleans  G.  N.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  No.  2583,  Order  No.  2092,  April 

11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1025. 
id.  (La.  No.  2608,  Order  No.  2093,  April  11,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1095. 
New  Orleans,  M.  k  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mise.  Oct.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1112. 
New  Orleans,  T.  k  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  Order  No.  2014,  No.  26^,  June 

21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1004. 
id,  (La.  Order  No.  2043,  No.  2631,  Sept.  16,  1916)    P.U.1L1917A, 

1095. 
id.  Baton  Rouge  Chamber  of  Commeroe  ▼.    (La.>    P.U.R.1917D, 

1026. 
id.  Mowata  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1111. 
Newport  k  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (R.  L  No.  337,  May  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1046. 
Newport  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2946,  March  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
id.  (Neb.    Application    No.    2946,    March    1,    1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1117. 
Newton-Leroy  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1116,  Feb.  27,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1148. 
Newton  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6855,  Sept.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
New  York,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2006,  Nor.  29,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1061. 
id.   (N.  Y.  l8t  Dist.  Case  No.  2123,  March  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1065. 
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New  York,  Re  (N.  Y.  let  Diet.  Case  No.  2168,  March  14,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1066. 
id.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  App.  Div.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

26. 
New  York  &  C.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2089,  March 

21,   1917)    P.U.R.1917D,   1008. 
New  York  &  L.  B.  R.  Co.,  Asbury  Park  v.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
New  York  A  N.  S.  Traction  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6024, 

June  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
New  York  &  P.  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Nos, 

1089,  1099,  1102,  July  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
New  York  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6946,  April  17,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6388,  Jan.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6664,  July,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6676,  July  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  993. 
New  York  &  Q.  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  McGuire  v.   (N.  Y.)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  942. 
New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  2072,  April 

27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1142. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Digt.  Case  No.  774,  June  13,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1066. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2683,  June  20,  1916)   P.U.R,1917A, 

1067. 
id,   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  G.  C.  381,  July  26,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1068. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  774,  Aug.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1068. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  774,  Oct.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1069. 
Id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2683,  Oct.  31,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1069. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  774,  Dec.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1070. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  774,  Dec.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1070. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  774,  Dec.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1070. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3471,  Dec.  27,  1916)    P.UJ1.1917C, 

1071. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  G.  C.  381,  Dec.  27,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1071. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3471,  Jan.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1071. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2683,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1072. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2683,  Jan.  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1072. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2072,  Feb.  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1073. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.   Case  No.   157,  Feb.  21,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1073. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  166,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1073. 
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New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2072,  May  2, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  3675,  Aug.  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

930. 
id.  V.  General  Electric  Co.    (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  219  N.  Y.  227, 

114  N.  E.  115)    P.U.R.1917E,  899. 
id.  Nestead  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 
id.  Venner  v.  (N.  Y.  App.  Dir.)  P.U.R.1917E,  410. 
New  York,  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  L-1310,  Feb.  17,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1136. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5937,  April  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2316,  July  7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6109,  July  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6315,  Nov.  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6344,  Dec.  7,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5802,  Dec.  21,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1152. 
id.   (111.  No.  5799,  Dec.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1135. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1089,  March  8,  1917)   P.U:R.1917B,  1167. 
id.   (111.  No.  6311,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1049. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5911,  March  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1072. 
id.   (111.  No.  6677,  May  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1063. 
id.   (111.  No.  T-316,  May  9,   1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6577,  May  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  988. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6586,  May  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  989. 
id.   (111.  No.  6695,  May  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
id.   (111.  No.  6386,  June  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
id.   (111.  No.  6783,  J»ly  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 
New  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5911,  April  3,  1916  > 

P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5914,  April  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5919,  April  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5936,  AprU  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6947,  April  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5949,  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5950,  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5955,  April  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5962,  April  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6963,  April  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5964,  April  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6967,  April  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6970,  April  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104, 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5972,  April  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5976,  April  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5984,  May  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5985,  May  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.  (111.  E-448,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1081. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5990,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6991,  May  4,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1106. 
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New  York  C.  R.  Co,,  Be  (N.  Y.  2(i  Dist.  No.  6996,  May  6,  1916)  P.U.R 
1917A,  1106. 
id.  (N.  Y.  24  Dist.  No.  5997,  May  6,  1916 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5999,  May  6,   1916 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6000,  May  9,  1916 


id 
id. 
id. 
id. 
id. 


id. 
id. 
id. 
id. 
id. 


id. 
id. 

id. 


(N. 
(N. 
(N. 
(N. 

(N. 


1108. 
1108. 


Y.  2d  Dist.  No. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6002,  May  9,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6007,  May  12,  1916) 
Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6011,  May  15,  1916) 
Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6012,  May  15,  1916) 
Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6015,  May  15,  1916) 
Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6016,  May  17,  1916) 
Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6017,  May  18,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6018,  May  18,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6029,  May  24,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6031,  May  26,  1916) 
No.  6082,  May  25,  1916) 
No.  6038,  May  27,  1916) 
No.  6089,  May  29,  1916) 
No.  6040,  May  31,  1916) 
2d  Dist.  No.  6041,  May  31,  1916) 
2d  Dist.  No.  6042,  J'ne  1,  1916) 
2d  Dist.  No.  6046,  June  6,  1916) 
2d  Dist.  No.  6061,  June  9,  1916) 
2d  Dist.  No.  6053,  June  12,  1916) 
(N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6063,  June  16,  1916) 
(N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  6064,  June  16,  1916) 
(N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6065,  June  16,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6068,  June  17,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6069,  June  17,  lpi6) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6070,  June  17,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6073,  June  20,  1916) 
id.  <IU.  T-2J3,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1089. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6077,  June  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1110. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d. Diat.  No.  6078,  June  23,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y,  2d  Diat.  No.  60B7,  June  29,  J916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6096,  July  3,  1916) 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  No.  6096,  July  3,  1916) 


id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 
(N.  Y.  2d  Dist, 
(N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 
(N.  Y 
(N.  Y 
(N.  Y 
Y 
Y. 


id.   (N. 
id.  (N. 


P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
P.U.R.19i7A,  1106. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
P.U.R.1917A.  1107. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
P.U.R.1917A, 
P.UJtl917A, 
P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
P.UJL1917A,  1109. 
P.U.B.1917A,  1109. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
P.U.R.1917A,  X109. 
P.U.J<.1917A,  1109. 
P.U,R.1917A,  1110. 
P.UJU1917A,  1110. 
P.UJR.1917A,  1110. 
P.UJ1.1917A,  1110 


P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 


id.   (IlL  No.  1^1601,  July  6,  1916)    P.UJ1.1917A,  1138. 


id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6098,  July  7,  1916) 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6099,  July  8,  1916) 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6100,  Jiriy  8,  1916) 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6101,  July  8,  1916) 

id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6103,  July  11,  1916) 


P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 

P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 

P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 

P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 

P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 
X-6437,  July  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 

2d  Dist  No.  6106,  July  13,  1916)  P.U.RJ917A,  1112. 
2d  Dist  No.  6107,  July  13,  1916) 
2d  Dist  No.  6108,  July  13,  1916) 


id.  (Mich. 

id.  (N.  Y. 

id.  (N.  Y. 

id.  (N.  Y. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6111,  July  19,  1916) 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6113,  July  19,  1916) 


P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 
P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 
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Jhm  York  C.  B.  Co.,  Re  <K.  Y.  Sd  Dht.  No.  6114,  July  1»,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Di«t.  No.  6120,  July  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diftt.  Case  No.  5647,  Jwly  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1076. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  DiBt.  No.  6126,  July  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Di»fc.  No.  6131,  Aug.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 

id.  (Mich.  X-6477,  Aug.  3,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1073. 

Sd.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6136,  Aug.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6139,  Aug.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6140,  Aug.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diftt.  Case  No.  2683,  Aug.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1068. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6143,  Aug.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6147,  Aug.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6148,  Aug.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6149,  Aug.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1115. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6152,  Aug.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1115. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6155,  Aug.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6161,  Aug.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6163,  Aug.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6164,  Aug.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6167,  Aug.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6169,  Aug.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6170,  Aug.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6173,  Aug.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6176,  Aug.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6177,  Aug.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  DiBt.  No.  6180,  Aug.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6186,  Aug.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6193,  Sept.  2,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1117. 

Sd.  (HI.  No.  6389,  Sept.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1092. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6198,  Sept.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No,  6199,  Sept.  9,  1916)  P.U.R,1917A,  1118. 

id.  (N.  Y.  ad  Dist.  No.  6206,  Sept.  14,  1916)  P.U.ai917A,  1118. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6209,  Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  6212,  Sept  18,  1916)  P.U.ai917A,  1119. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6214,  Sept.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6216,  Sept.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6217,  Sept.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 

id.  (X.  Y.  ad  Dist.  No.  6233,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6220,  Sept  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Na  6222,  Sept  27,  1916)  P.U.R,1917A,  1119. 

id.  (N.  Y,  2d  Dist.  No.  6225,  Sept  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6227,  Sept.  29,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.   6228,  Oct   1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6230,  Oct.  3,   1916)  P.U.R.1917B,   1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6231,  Oct  3,   1916)  P.U.R.1917B,   1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6232,  Oct.  3,   1916)  P.U.R.1917B,   1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.   6239,  Oct   6,  1916)  P.U.R,1917B,   1113. 
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New  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6242,  Oct.  9,  1916)  P.UJL 

1917B,  1114. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.  No.  6243,  Oct.  9,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1113. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6244,  Oct.  10,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6245,  Oct.  11,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6247,  Oct.  11,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 

id.  (Ind.    No.    2666,    Oct.    13,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A,    1071. 

id.  (N.  Y.^  2d  Dist.  No.  6250,  Oct.  13,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 

id.  (N.  Y.'  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6714,  Oct.  17,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1092. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6258,  Oct.  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 

i         id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6260,  Oct.  25,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.   6280,  Oct.   28  to  Nov.  2,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1115. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Difift.  No.  6209,  Nov.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.' P.  S.  C.  Nos.  X-25  and  X-26  and  Supplement 

No.  9,  to  P.  S.  C.  No.  X-20,  Nov.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6273.  Nov.  4,   1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2891,  Nov.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1070. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6284,  Nov.  13,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6286,  Nov.  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6286,  Nov.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6292,  Nov.  17,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6307,  Nov.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6310,  Nov.  25,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6313,  Nov.  25,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6318,  Nov.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6322,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1119. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6327,  Nov.  29,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6329,  Nov.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6333,  Dec.  1,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6738,  Dec  6,   1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1106.  , 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6341,  Dec.  7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1121.  . 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.  No.  6342,  Deo.  7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6346,  Dec.   8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6346,  Dec.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 

id.  (111.  No.  4054,  Dec.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  946. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6357,  Dec.  12,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6358,  Dec.  12,  1916)    P.U.R:1917B,  1122. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6360,  Dec  14,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2464,  Dec  16,  1916)   P.UJt.l917C,  1076. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6364,  Dec  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6366,  Dec  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6367,  Dec.  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6372,  Dec  18,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6374,  Dec  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2665,  Dec.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1075. 

id.  (111.  No.  5727,  Dec.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  11.35. 

id.  (111.  No.  5728,  Dec.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1136. 
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Kew  York  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  5507,  Dec.  28,  1016)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1046. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5770,  Dec.  28,  4916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1153. 
.  id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6382,  Dec.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 

id.   (Ohio,  No.  950,  Dec.  29,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1155. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  984,  Jan.  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1155. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1078,  Jan.  11,   1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1146. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6389,  Jan.  18,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6394,  Jan.  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5767,  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1065. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6395,  Jan.  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1029. 
id.   (lU.  T-262,  Jan.  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1093. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6401,  Jan.  27,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1029. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1059,  Jan.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1156. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6407,   Feb.  2,   1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.   Case  No.  5809,   Feb.  7,   1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1080. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6413,  Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  965. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6416,  Feb.  10,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
id.   (111.  E-666,  Feb.  12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1097. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5811,  Feb.  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2179,  Feb.  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

1024. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6420,  Feb.  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6423,  Feb.  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6425,  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R,1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6429,  Feb.  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6430,  Feb.  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (111.  No.  5026,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 
id.   (111.  No.  6328,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5520,  Feb.  27,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1105. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6434,  Feb.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (ni.  No.  5243,  Feb.  ^,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6436,  Feb.  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6442,  March  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6443,  March  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-672,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1029. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6447,  March  7,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (N.  y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6452,  March  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5869,  March  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

914. 
id.  (111.  No.  6290,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6458,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  983. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6461,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  983. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6464,  March  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,,  983. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6467,  March  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6468,  March  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
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New  York  a  R.  Co.,  lEte  (111.  No.  6166,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1020. 
id.  (N,  y.  2d  Di»t.  No.  6475,  March  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6492,  March  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Di«t.  No.  6496,  AptU  7,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.   (III.  No.  T-290,  April  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1095. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6508,  April  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6504,  AprU  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.  (111.  E-707,  April  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1P17E,  1035. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6508,  Apnl  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Ditt  No.  6507,  AprU  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6509,  April  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6512,  April  17,  1917)    P.UJ1.1017F,  986. 
id.   (III.  No.  6538,  April  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1052. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6520,  April  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.  (N.  Y.  M  Diat.  No.  6521,  April  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6624,  April  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  986. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6525,  April  24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  986. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6527,  April  25,  1917)    P-U.R.1917F,  986. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6528,  April  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  986. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  IMst.  Case  No.  5963,  April  26,  1917 )  P,U,R,1917E,  1074. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d   DiBft.   No.   6537,   MAy   1,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   986. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d  Dist.   No.  6539,  May   2,   1917)    P.U.R.1017F,   987. 
id.  (Mich.  D-860,  May  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1062. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d  Dist.   No.   6545,   May   3,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   966. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d   Dist.   No.   6547,   May   4,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  987. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6548,  May  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  987. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6549,  May  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  987. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6561,  May  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6564,  May  12,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
id.   (111.  No.  5961,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6566,  May  14,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  988. 
id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6681,  May  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  989. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6588,  May  23,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  989. 
id.   CN.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6596,  May  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  989. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  0597,  May  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6598,  May  26,  1917)    P.UJ1.1917F,  989. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  28,  1917)   P.U.ai917D,  1064. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6602,  May  28,  1917)   P:UJ1.1917F,  989. 
id.   (N.  J.  May  29,  1917)    P.U.RJ917D,  1065. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6606,  May  31,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  990. 
id.   (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    No.   6618,    Juae,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F.    990. 
id.  (N.    Y.   2d   Dist.    No.    «««3,   June,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F,    991. 
id.   (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    No.    6624,    June,    1917)    P.U.R,1917F,    991. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d  Dist.   No.   6626,   June,   1917)    P.UJt.l917F,   1009. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.   6640,  June,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  991. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d   Dtst.   No.   6648,   June,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  992. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6649,  June,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  992. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6614,  June  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  990. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6617,  June  5,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  990. 

Bwr  Tabke  of  Case^  Digeeied,  see  ante,  pp.  A<97— 5P«, 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


CASES  AfiBSTBACTED.  745 

New  YWk  €.  R.  (X,  Ba  (Mi«Ii.  D-Ho,  107«,  Jhnc  8,  lUl)  P.U.IL1»1?B, 

1068. 
id.   (111.  No.  3727,  June   12,   1917)    P.U.R.lfll7E,  1062. 
id.   (III.  No.  «88l,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1064. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d   Diat.   No.   6053,   July,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   992. 
id.   (X.  Y.   2d  Diat.   No,   6656,  Juty,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   992. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d   Diat.   No.   6657,   July,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   992. 
id.   (N.   Y.   2d   Dist.  No,   6«6&,  July,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   992. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Ka  6667,  July,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  99*. 
id.   (N.   Y.  2d   Dist.   No.  6668,  July,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   99«. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6672,  July  18,  1917)  P.UJt.l917F,  993. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6674,  July  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  993. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6680,  July  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6686,  July  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  994. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  5981,  July  2«y  1917)    P.U.B.1917F, 

930. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6690,  July  27,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  994. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6694,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6698,  Aug.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6699,  Aug.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Caae  No.  6701,  Aug.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Case  No.  6721,  Aug.  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  996. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6695,  Aug.  1,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

995. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Caae  No.  6051,  Aug.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

958. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Case  No.  6708,  Aug.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Caae  No.  6717,  Aug.  10,  1917)    P.U.R.igi7F, 

996. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Caae  No.  6720,  Aug.  11,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
Id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Caae  No.  6724,  Aug.  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Caae  No.  6711,  Aug.  15,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  piat  Case  No.  6734,  Aug.  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Caae  No.  6735,  Aug.  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

996. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Case  No.  6736,  Aug.  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

997. 
Id.   fN.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6739,  Aug.  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

997. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6741,  Aug.  24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat  Case  No.  6742,  Aug.  25,  1917)   P.U,R.1917F, 

997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Caae  No.  6749,  Aug.  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

997. 
id.   (Mich.  C-7077,  Sept   19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  925. 
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New  York  C  R.  Co.,  Aldrich  Pi^)er  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)  P.UJL1917F, 

226. 
id.  Avalon  Park  Improv.  Club  v.    (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
id.  BenneU  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.)    P.UJ1.1917A,  1076. 
id.  Buffalo  Produce  Exch.  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Digt.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.  Buffalo  Produce  Exch.  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Diet)    P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
id.  Business  Men  v.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1073. 
id.  Ft  Wayne  Brick  Co.  v.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
id.  Hammond  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)    P.U.R.1917C,  1081. 
id.  Hannibal  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1105. 
id.  Lake  Erie  &  Ft.  W.  R.  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
id.  Lockport  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
id.  Lockport  Bd.  of  Commerce  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1105. 
id.  Lockport  Bd.  of  Trade  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
id.  Miller  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
id.  New  York  &  P.  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
id.  Ripley  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1081. 
id.  St.  Joseph  County  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 
id.  Twining,  Millard  &  Rice  v,  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917F,  936. 
id.  Utica  &  B.  River  R.  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist)  P.U.R.1917A,  1075. 
New  York  Consol.  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist  Case  No.  2167,  Jan. 

26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 
New  York  Edison  Co.,  Steinacker  v.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist)    P.U.R.1917D, 

1040. 
New  York,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2806,  July  18, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1067. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  2806,  Sept  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1069. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2806,  Sept  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1017A, 

1069. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6813,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1061. 
id.   (N.  Y.   2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2805,  Feb.   1,   1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1065. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  2805,  Feb.  26,  1917)    P.U,R.1917C, 

1073. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Na  2805,  Feb.  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1073. 
New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Re    (R.  L  No.  268,  May  11,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6009,  May  12,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  269,  May  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  278,  June  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6083,  June  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  289,  July  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6124,  July  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  301,  Sept  13,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  No.  1148,  Sept.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  303,  Sept.  29,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1076. 
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New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  IL  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  304,  Sept.  29,  1916)  F.U.R. 

1917A,  1122. 
id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6223,  S^t.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1119, 
id.  <R.  I.  No.  306,  Oct.  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 
id.  (Cobh.  Docket  No.  2089,  Oct.  26,   1916)    P.U.R1917C,   1101. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6262,  Oct.  26,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
id.  <R.  I.  No.  809,  Nov.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2149,  Nov.  28,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1132. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6319,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  314,  Dec.  6,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917C,  1063. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1480,  Jan.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  940. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2086,  Jan.  22,   1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1054. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6406,  Jan.  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1029. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6415,  Feb.  9,  1917)   P.U.RJ917C,  1091. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  324,  Feb.  21,  1917)    P.UJ1.1917F,  986. 
id.   (Conn.   Dodcet  No.  2151,  Maxck  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  940. 
id.   (N.    Y.    Ist   Dist.    Case   No.   2192,   March   28,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1113. 
id.   (CTonn.  Docket  No.  2800,  March  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1046. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2301,  Mar<^  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  329,  April  11,  1917)   P.U.Ra917F,  936. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  381,  April  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  332,  May  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.   2364,  May  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
id.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2343,  May  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1033. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6636,  June,  1917)    P.U.R.1917P,  991. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  346,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  999. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  353,  July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  999. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  364,  July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2417,  July  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  903. 
id.   (Conn.   Docket  No.   2416,   July   24,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   940. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  357,  Aug.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  999. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  364,  Aug.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  999. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  366,  Aug.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6737,  Aug.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

968. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6745,  Aug.  24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

997. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  370,  Aug.   29,   1037)    P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  376,  Oct.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  936. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  379,  Oct.  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
id.  Hunter  v.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  App.  T.)  P.U.R.1917D,  729. 
id.  Noble  V.    (Mass.)    P.U.R.1917E,  892. 
id.  V.   Orange    (Conn.   Sup.   Ct.   1917,  —  Conn.  — ,   100  Atl.   25) 

P.U.R.1917F,  46. 
New  York,  O.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5922,  April  7, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5923,  April  7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5958,  April  25,  1916)   P.a.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6008,  May  12,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
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New  York,  0.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  eO«0,  JuMe  .14.  19W) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1109. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6092,  July  1,  W16)   P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6093,  July  1,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1111. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6110,  July  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6184,  Aug.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6194,  Sept.  6,  1916)    P.U*R.1917A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  «213,  Sept.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1119. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6216,  Sept.  20,  1916)   P.U.RJ917A,  1119. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  0254,  Oct.  18,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6265,  0<*.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.  No.  6271,  Nov.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   1115. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  6272,  N<yv.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1115. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6301,  Nor.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6384,  Ja«.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Na  6409,  Feb.  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6444,  March  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  982, 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6448,  MaFch  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6493,  Mareh  31,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
New  York  Q.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Case  No.  2213,  May  25,  1017) 

P.U.R.1917E,  526. 
New  York  R.  Co.,  Re  <N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Ca«&  No.  6713,  Oct  17,  1916) 

P.UJt.l917D,   1015. 
id.  <I11.  No.  6760v  D6c.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D>  1046. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Case  No.  2174,  Jan.  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F.  694. 
id.   (N*  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No.  2194,  May  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D, 

1014. 
New  York,  S.  ft.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  PubMc  Utility  Comrs.   (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct. 

1917,  —  N.  J.  L.  --,101  Atl.  49)  P.UiR.1917F,  552. 
id.  V.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct  1917,  —  N.  J.  L.  — , 

101  Atl.  49)    P.U.R.1917F,  589. 
New  York  Shore  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-162,  July  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1066. 
New  York  State  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6088,  June  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1129. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  4836,  Oct  26,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1161. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6559,  May  9,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1045. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6634,  June,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
id.   (N.   Y.  2d  DUt   Case  No.   6054,  July  5,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

920. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.   6055,  July  5,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

920. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6056,  July  5,   1917)    P.U.K.1917F. 

920. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6057,  July  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

920. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.   6068,  July  5,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

939. 
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New  York  State  R.  Ca,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cade  N<k  6050,  July  6, 1017 ) 
P.U.R.1917F,  920. 
id.   (N.  Y.  Case  No;  5365,  July  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  606. 
id.  Utica  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1044. 
New  York  Steam  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  DUt.  Case  No.  2036,  Feb.  7,  1017) 
P.U.R.1017B,  1150. 
id.   (N.  Y.  lat  Diet.  Case  No.  2166,  April  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
1024. 
New  York  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  T.  A.  T.  116,  Oct.  19, 
1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  DiBt.  Not  T.  ft  T.  118,  Jan.  26,  1017)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1099. 
id.   (N.  J.  June  36,  1017)   P.U.R.1917F,  913. 
id.  Allen  Bros.  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
id.  Argyle  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917F,  936. 
id.  Borchardt  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1117. 
id.  Hare  v.   (N.  Y.  Co.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917F,  41. 
id.  Mediator  Pub.   Co.   v.    (N.   Y.   2d   Diet.)    P.U.R.1917C,    1117. 
id.  Riley  r.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1008. 
Niagara  &  E.  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cas.  No.  6609,  Dec.  28, 
1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1083. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist*  Case  No.  6737,  Dec.  28,  1016)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1083. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3104,  Ma^  20,  1917)   P.U.R.19nK, 

1076. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3674,  May  29,  1017)    P.U.R.1017E, 

1076. 
id.   (N.  Y<  2d  Dist.  Gas«  No.  5326,  Ma^  20,  1017)    P.U.R.1017E, 
1077. 
Niagara  Qor«^   R.   Co.,  Re    (N.   Y.   2d   Dist.   No.   6451,  Marok   10, 
1017)    P.U»R.1917F,   966. 
Id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6531,  April  25,  1917)    P-U.Ril917F,  086. 
Nieolaus  v.  Adams  County  Metallic  Teleph.  Go.   (Wit.  Oct.  24,  1916) 

P.UJ1.1017C,  1110. 
Noble,  Re   (Or.  F-621,  P.  S.  C.  Oh  Order  No,  240,  Se|(t.  11,  1017) 
P.UJ1.1017F,  021. 
id.  T.  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1448,  June 
11,  1017)   P.U.R.1017B,  892. 
Noble   Electric   Light   &   P.   Co:,   Re    (111.    No.   6614^   Dec   12,   1916) 
P.U.R.1017B,  1670. 
id.   (111.  No.  6614,  Dec.  12,  1016)   P.U.R.1017B,  1134. 
NoblesTille  Heat,  Ligiit  A  P.  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2554,  Dec.  8,  191G> 
P.U.R.1017B,  1140. 
id.   (lAd.  No.  330S,  Sept.  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
Noblesville   Water  &   Light  Co.,   Re    (Ind.   No.   2058,   May  25,   1917 > 

P.U.R.1017E,  1066. 
Norfolk  &  VV.  R.  Co.,  Standard  Slag  Co.  v.  (Ohio)   P.U.H.1017B,  1123. 

id.  Whitaker-Clessner  Co.  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1017A,  1120. 
North  Abington  Water  Co.  ▼.  Abington  Electric  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint 
Docket  No.  1251,  Aug.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1017F,  738. 

Jfor  Table  of  Cases  Digesiedf  see  ante,  pp.  5«7-5d«. 

Digitized  by  v:iOOQIC 


760  CASES  ABSTRACTED. 

North  American  Hotel  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3076,  April  23, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1063. 
North  Bend,  Re    (Or.  F-645,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  235,  Aug.  14, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  927. 

North  Branch,  Re  (Mich.  No.  7031,  May  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 

North   Canaan,  Re    (Conn.   Docket  No.   1971,  June  27,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1062. 

id.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2305,  April  18,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 

North  Coast  Power  Co.,  Re   (Wash.  No.  4227,  Dec.  9,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  106. 
North  Dakota   Independent  Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (N.   D.   Dec.   30,   1916) 
P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
id.   (N.  D.  Dec.  30,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  544. 
id.   (N.  D.  Dec.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  646. 
id.   (N.  D.  Dec.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  961. 
Northern  Arizona  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  366)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1084. 
Northern  California  Power  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4146,  Applica- 
tion No.  2611,  March  3,  1917)  P.UJt.l917D,  993. 
Northern  Illinois  Light  A  Traction  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6676,  May  9, 
1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 
id.   (111.  No.  6877,  June  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 
Northern    Illinois    Teleph.    Co.    v..  Inter-Township    Teleph.    Co.    (IlL 

No.  4306,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
Northern   Illinois   Water   Co.,   State   Public   Utilities   Commission  v. 
(111.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1066.    . 
id.  State  Public  UtilHies  Commission  y.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917F,  145. 
Northern  Indiana  k  S.  M.  Teleph.  Teleg.  &  Cable  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No. 
1386,  Oct.  21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1139. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2996,  June  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  910. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2997,  June  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  910. 
Northern  Indiana  Gas  k  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2894,  April,  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1066. 
Northern   Iowa  Gas  &  E.   Co.   v.   Humboldt   County    (Iowa,   Docket 
£-244,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
id.  V.  Palo  Alto  County    (Iowa,  Docket  £-243,  April  20,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
Northern  Maine  Seaport  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  No.  212,  Nov.  28,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1143. 
Northern  New  York  Utilities,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cas.  No.  5704,  Oct. 
19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5790,  Dec.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 
1083. 
Northern  Ohio  Traction  &  Light  Co.,  Re    (Ohio,  No.  1010,  Dec.  29, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1165. 
Northern  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  A-1396,  June  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 
1129. 
id.  (Minn.  July  31,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1097. 
id.   (Minn.  No.  A-2043,  Dec.   18,   1916)    P.U.R.1917C,   1112. 
id.   (Minn.  A-2055,  Dec.  29,   1916)    P.U.R.1917E,   1036. 
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North«Ti  P.  R.  Co.,  Brogan  v.  (Mant.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 
id.  Brogan  r.    (Mont.)    P.U.R.1917D,  182. 
id.  Gourley  v.  (Wash.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
id.  Hercm  Improv.  Asso.  v.   (Mont.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
Id.  Public  Service  Commission  ex  rel.  Schafer  Bros.  Logging  Co. 

T.   (Wash.)   P.UJEt.l917F,  1022. 
id.  Railroad  Commissioners  v.    (Mont.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
id.  Seattle  Pole  &  Pile  Co.  v.   (Wash.)    P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Puget  Soimd  k  W.  H.  R.  Co.  v.  (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.) 

P.U.R.1917D,  246. 
id.  Wedum  Lumber  Co.  v.    (M<mt.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
id.  Western  Pine  Mfg.  Co.  v.    (Wash.)    P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 
Northern  Virginia  Power  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  40,  July  17,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
North  Jud80^  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2568,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1025. 
Northrop  v.  Postal  Teleg.  Cable  Go.    (Vt.   No.  430,   April   3,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1149. 
North  Shore  Fire  Proof  Storage  Co.,  Re    (111.  Nos.   6001  and  6002, 

April  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1060. 
North  Shore  Land  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3968,  Application  No. 

2628,  Dec.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
North  Side  Grange  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

3734,  Aug.  21,  1917)   P.U,R.1917F,  926. 
North  Side  Lumber  Co.,  Re  (lU.  E-637,  Sept.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1102. 
Northwestern  Cooperage  k  Lumber  Co.  t.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  k  6* 
Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  D-1048,  March  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 
1021. 
Northwestern  El<7.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4769,  March  10,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1135. 
id.  (111.  No.  4776,  March  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1135. 
Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Oct.  21,  1916)  P*U.R.1917C, 
1097. 
id.  (Minn.  March  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1091. 
id.  (Minn.  Aug.  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  912. 
Norton,  T.  k  A.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  No.  1812,  Aug.  30,  1917) 

P.U-R.1917F,  604. 
Nortonville    Teleph.    Co.,    OskaloosA    Teleph.    Co.    v.    (Kan.)     P.U.R. 

1917E,  1048. 
Norwalk,   Re    (Conn.  Docket  No.  1986,  May   19,  1916)    P.UJR.1917A, 
1142. 
id.   (Conn.   Docket  No.   2295,   April   5,   1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1109. 
Norwich  k  W.  R.  Ck).,  Re    (Conn.   Docket  No.  2308,  July  31,  19171 

P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
Norwich  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  G-10,  June,  1917)  ,  P.U.R. 

1917F,  958. 
Norwood  k  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6336,  Dec.  4,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1120. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6368,  Dec.  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 
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Norwood  Truck  Growers  Asso.  v.  Railroads  (La«  Na  2611,  Order  No. 

2097,  April  11,  1917)    P.U.B.1917D,  1025. 
Novato   Utilities   Co.,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.   4358,   Apf^ioatioA   No. 
2662,  May  29,  1917)   P.y.R.1917E,  1069. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4358,  Application  No.  2662)    P.U.R.1917F, 
904. 
Nunda  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    Case  Na  5408,  Dec 
14,  1916)    P.U.R,1917B,  1083. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5499,  AprU  4,  1917)    P.UJ1.1917E, 

1073. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6498,  April  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1073. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6498,  April  5,  1917)   P.U.B.1917F, 
914. 
Nunn  V.  Western  Natural  Gas  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2597,  Ord^  No. 
1123,  Sept.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  62. 
id.  V.  Western  Natural  Gas  Ca  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2697,  Order  N«. 
1123,  Sept  8,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917E,  943. 
Oakdale  Coal  Co.  y.  Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co.  <Colo.  Case  No.  103,  July 

19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
Oak  Grove  Home  Teleph.   Co«,  Texas  Prairie  T^epb.  Co.  v.    (Mo.) 
P.U.R.1917E,  216. 
id.  Texas  Pfairie  Teieph.  Co.  v.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917E,  961. 
id.  Texas  Prairie  Telepb.  Co.  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  788. 
Oakland,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3917,  Application  No.  2573,  Deo.  6» 

1916)  P.UJL1917C,  1062. 

Oakland,  A.  &  £.  E.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4201,  Application 

No.  2748,  Mawh  2^  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1046. 
id.  Contra  Costa  County  v.    (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1063. 
Oakland  Cemetery  Asso.  v.  Kansas  City,  C«  &  S.  9.  Co.  (Mo,  Case  No^ 

1094,  Feb.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  44. 
Oberlin  Gas  A  £.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  Na  207,  Jan.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1166. 
Obispo,  Re    (Philippine,  Case  No.  810,  Sept.   13,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1009. 
O'Brien  v.  Minneapolis  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (^  D.  Cases  No.  F^d,  F-301» 

and  F-302,  Jan.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
Ocean  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2129,  Feb.  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1029. 
Ocean  Park  Water  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3616,  Application  No. 

2514,  Sept.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
Ochs  V.  Morgan's  Louisiana  &  T.  R.  &  S.  S.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2079, 

No.  2689,  March  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1111. 
O'Connell  v.  Connecticut  Co.   (Conn.  Docket  No.  2106,  Jan.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  944. 
Odell  Grain  &  Coal  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6537,  April  23,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1052. 
Official   Classification,   Re    (Me.   No.   44,   R.    R.   No.    250.1,   May  21, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
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Official   Express    Clwalficatioti,   Re    (111.   No.    4612,    Feb.    10>    1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
Ogden,  Re  (IlL  No.  4937>  Nov.  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1159. 
Ogden,  L.  A  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Permit  No.  10,  Sept.  17,  1017)  P.U.R. 

191 7F,  923. 
Ogdensburg,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  3778,  ^lay  9,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1065. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Difit,   Case  No.   3778,  July  5,   1916)    P.UJ1.1917A, 

1067. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3778,  July  18,  1916)    P.U.B.1917A, 

1067. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.   3778,  Nov.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1070. 
id.   (N.  y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.   3778,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1072. 
Ogdensbury  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Case  No.  5861,  April  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  410. 
Ohio  &  M.  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.    (Mich.  I.  &  S. 

Docket  D-1036,  July  14,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
Ohio  Fuel  Supply  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  891,  Nov.  13,  1916)   P.U.R.1017B, 

1153. 
Ohio  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1018,  Feb.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1156. 
Ohio  River  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3093,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1626. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3094,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
id.   (Ind,  Na  3095,  June  29,  1017)   P.UJ1.1917B,  1026. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3096,  Julie  29,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1086. 
Ohid  Service  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No;  928,  Dec,  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  llb4. 
Ohio  Shippers  Asso.  v.  Akron  &  B.  Belt  R.  Co.  {Ohio,  No.  438,  Jan.  6, 

1917)  F.UJi.l917C,  1091. 
Ohio  Utilitiw  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  921,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1093. 
Ohio  Valley  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1035,  Jan.  4,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1165. 
Okasol  Mfg.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Investment  Co.  771,  Sept.  6,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  1023. 
Okawville   v.  Louisville  Sl  N.  R.   Co.    (111.  No.   5258,   Feb.  21,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 
Oklahoma  Bridge  Co.   v..  Atchison,   T.   &  S.   F.   IX.   Co.    (Okla.   Cause 

No.  2579,  Order  No.  1133,  Sept.  18,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  20. 
Oklahoma  Cotton  Seed  Oushers  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co. 

(Okla.  Cause  No,  2551,  Order  No.  1128,  Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.H. 

1917B,  1123. 
Oklahoma  Fence  Post  Co.  v.  Shawnee  Coal  &  Timber  Co.  (Okla.  Cause 

No.  2753,  Order  No.  1203,  Jan.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Oklahoma  Fuel  Supply  Co.,  Re    (Okla)    Cause  No.  2810,  Order  No. 

1319,  Aug.   16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  959. 
Oklahoma  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Patterson  v.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  269. 
id.  Patterson  v.   (Okla.)    P.U.R.  1917E,  943. 
id.  Ribble  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917B,  1024, 
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Oklahoma  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Schilling  y.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.ldl7D,  452. 

id.  Schilling  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917F,  742. 
Oklahoma,  K.  &  M.  Interurban  R.  Co.  v.  St.  Louis  k  S.   F.   R.  Co. 

(Okla.  Cause  No.  2610,  Order  No.  1194,  Dec.  6,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1062. 
Oklahoma  Union  R.  Co.,  Tulsa  Street  R.  Co.  r.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

946. 
Old  Colony  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1474,  Feb.  27,  1917)    P.U.H. 

1917F,  940. 
Clean   Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (S.   D.   F-206,   March   1,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1100. 
Olson  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Nov.  20,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1108. 
Omaha,  L.  ft  B.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  3035,  Aug.  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
Onaway-Alpena  T^eleph.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  T-143,  Sept.  13,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  1013. 
Onondaga  County,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5755,  Jan.  2,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1072. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4855,  June  14,  1917)    P.UJEt.l917F, 

930. 
Ontario  Electric  Light  ft  MUL  Co.,. Re  (Wis.  Oct.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

957. 
Ontario  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6755,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E. 

1054. 
Operating  ft  Lessor  Steam  R.  Corps.,  Re   (N.  Y.  Ist  Diat.  Case  No. 

2161,  Not.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1017F,  1024. 
Oquossoc  Light  ft  P.   Co.,   Re    (Me.   U-161,   Nor,    14,    1916)    P.U.R. 

1917B,   1091. 
id.   (Me.  U-161,  U-165,  Not.  14,  1918)  P.U.R.1917B,  1142. 
Orange,   Re    (Conn.   Docket   No.   2376,   June   12,    1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1012. 
id.  New  York,  N.  H.  ft  H.  R.  Co.  v.    (Conn.   Sup.   Ct.)    P.U.R. 

1917r,  45. 
Orange  ft  R.  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5922,  April  12, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1073. 
Orange  County,  Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.  4351,   Application  Nos.   2808, 

2809,  2830,  May  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 
id.   (Cal.    Application   Nos.   2808,  2809,  2830,   Decision   No.   4351^ 

May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  553. 
Orange   County    Lighting   Co.,    Re    (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    Case    No.    4177, 

April  20,  1917)    P.UJ^.1917E,  1074. 
Orange   County   Public   Service  Corp.,  Re    (N.   Y.   2d  Dist.   Case   Xo. 

6155,  March  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1072. 
id.   (:>'.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5155,  March  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

914. 
Orange   County   Traction    Co.,   Re    (N.    Y.    2d    Dist.    Case   No.    6841, 

March  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1070. 
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Orange  County  Traction  Co,,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dlst.  Caae.  No.  4008,  May 

15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1076. 
id.   (N.    Y.    2d   Diet.    No.    6641,    June,    1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   991. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  DiBt.  Case  No.  6703,  Aug.  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
Order  in  Regard  to  Closing  Freight  Depots,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4352,  Nov. 

8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1103. 
Oregon  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  F-492,  July  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1059. 
Id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  115,  F-499,  Aug.  7,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1060. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  114,  F-505,  Aug.  8,  19 IC)   P.U.R. 

1017  A,  1060. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Ord-r  No.  179,  F-656,  March  24,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1063. 
id.   (Or.  D-627,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  215,  July,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  921. 
id.   (Or.  F-580,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  227,  Aug.  6,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  921. 
id.   (Or.  F-644,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  234,  Aug.  14,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  921. 
id.   (Or.  F-646,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  233,  Aug.  14,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  923. 
id.  (Or.  F-677,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  272,  Sept.  29,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  922. 
id.  (Or.  F-665,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  270,  Oct.  1,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  922. 
id.  (Or.  F-664,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  268,  Oct.  1,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  922. 
Oregon  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  O.  Order  No.  106,  F-490,  July 

14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1059. 
id.  (Or.  F— 639,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  225,  Aug.  4,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  930. 
id.  Portland  Chamber  of  Commerce  v;   (Or.)    P.U.R.1917E,  385. 
id.  Portland  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.    (Or.)    P.U.R.1917E,   386. 
Orpgon  Paciac  ft  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  F-615,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No, 

123,  Sept.  14,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
Oregon  Ship  Timber  Mills  v.  Spokane,  P.  &  S.  R.  Co,    (Or.  F-632, 

P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  254,  Sept.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  922. 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co.,  Re   (Idaho,  CJase  No.  234,  Order  No.  402, 

JaTi.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  No.  247,  Order  No.  420,  Feb.  23,  1917)    P.U.R, 

1917D,  1034. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-169,  Order  No.  422,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1102. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  260,  Order  No.  429,  April  25,  1917)    P.U.R. 

lOHD,  1034. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  265,  Order  No.  441,  June  14,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  1019. 
id.   (Utah,  Permit  No.  9,  Aug.  14,  1917)   P.U.B.1917F,  923. 
id.  Cole  V.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1115. 
Oregon  Tcloph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  Feb.  1,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1119. 
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Oregon  Trunk  R.  Co.,  Rt  (Or.  No.  FHk89,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  04, 

June  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
Oregon-Washington  R.  &  Nav.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  87, 

F-431,  May  4,  1916)   P.U.H.1917A,  1120. 
id.   (Or.  No.   F-475,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.   94,  June  16,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
id.   (Or.  P.  &  C.  Or.  Order  No.  112,  F-495,  Aug.  3,  1916)   P,U.R. 

1917A,  1060. 
id.   (Or.  F-601,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  117,  Aug.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A>  1060. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  225,  Order  No.  405,  Jan.  11,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917P,  1034. 
id.   (Or.  F-534,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  161,  Jan.  19,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1017B,  1124. 
id.   (Or.  F-548,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  163,  Feb.  1,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1063. 
id.   (Or.   F-541,   P.   S.   C.   Or..  Order  No.   176,   M^rch  16,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917C  1063. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  253,  Order  No.  438,  June  9,  1917)    P.UJL 

191 7  F,  1003. 
id.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  257,  Order  No.  439,  June  12,  1917)    P.UJL 

1917F,  1019. 
id.   (Or.  F-624,  Aug.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
id.   (Or.    F-496,   P.    S.   C.    Or.    Order    No.   265,   Sept.   28,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
il   (Or.  No.  F-^81,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  283,  Oct.  18,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  922. 
iO.  T.  Spokane,  P.  *  S.  H.  Co.  (Or.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  -—Or.  — ,  16) 

Pac.  600)  P.U.R.1917F,  178. 
Orleans  Water  Co.,  Re  (Ind^)   Na  33d4,  Sept.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

1018. 
Oro    Electric   Corp.,   Re    (CaL    Deoiaion    No.   3987,   Applicld;ioii   No. 

3407)  P.U.R.1917B,  1087. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  8987,  Application  No.  ^407,  Jan.  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1131. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3987,  Application  No.  3467,  Jan.  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  151. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  8987,  Application  No.  3407,  Jan.  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  271. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3987,  Application  No.  3407,  Jan.  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  26. 
Orton,  Re  (111.  No.  6274,  May  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1061. 

id.   (111.  No.  6274,  May  28,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917F,  908. 
Osage   &   O.   Co.,  Thompson   Ice  Cream   Co.   v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917F, 

1021. 
Osborn  v.  Knox  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  1715,  Oct.  11,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
Osborne  v.  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  App.  Div.  1917,  —  App.  Dir.  — , 

— ,  164  N.  Y.  Supp.  226)    P.I  .R.1917F,  862. 
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Osborne  t.  Potter 'Oaa  Co.    (Pa.  Complahit  Docket  Ko.  1090,  Febw  6, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1045. 
Oaoeola  Farmers  Mat.  Teleph.  do..  Re   (Wis.  Feb.  It,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917C,  1100. 
id.   (Wis.  Feb.  12,  1917)   P.r,R.1917E,  2W. 
id.   (Wis.  Feb.  12,  1917)   P.r.R.1917E,  314. 
id.   (Wis.  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  540. 
Oshkosh  Traffic  Asso.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Aug.  23, 

1917  >  P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
Oskaloosa  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Nortonyille  Teleph.  O.  (Kan.  Docket  No.  919, 

April  2,  1917)    P.UJl,1917E,  1048. 
Oteysa,  Perez  k  Centenera,  Re  (Philippine,  Case  No.  818,  Dec.  22,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917R,  1167. 
id.  (Philippine,  Case  No:  828,  Dec.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1157. 
Owasco  River  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6381,  Dec.  28,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 
Owen,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4333,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.1'.R.1917D,  1027. 

id.  Pentotoe    Compress   A    Storage   Co.    v.    (Miss.)    P.U.R.1917D, 
1039. 
Owensville,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2575,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
Oxford  County  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U.-179,  Jan.  18,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1143. 
Pacific  &  W.  Farmers  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Wis.  June  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3474,  Application  No. 
2332,  June  .^^0,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1052* 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3476,  Application  No.  330,  June  30,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1062. 
id.   (Cal.  DecUion  No.  3875,  Application  No.  2538,  Nov.  15,  1916) 

P.U.K.1W7D,  381. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4245,  Application  No.  2775,  April  16,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E.  1011. 
Pacific  Fibre  ft  Retarder  Co.  v.  Southern  P.  R.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No. 

4260,  Case  No.  1029,  April  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  955. 
Pacific  Fruit  Exp.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3818,  Application  No. 

2452,  Oct.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1062. 
Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.,   Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3762,  Application  No. 
2519,  Oct.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1128. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3840,  Application  No.  1819,  Nov.  3,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
id.   (CaL  Decision  No.  3971,  Application  No.  1188,  Dec.  30,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,   1042. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3976,  Application  No.  2675,  Jan.  4,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1131. 
id.   (Cal.   Application   No.  2419,   Decision  No.   4039,   consolidated 

Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.  (CaL  Application  No.  2419,  eonsolidated  Jan,  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  268. 
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Pacific  Gas  St  £.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Application  No.  2419,  consolidated  Jan. 

20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4132,  Application  No.  8733,  Feb.  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4359,  Application  No.  2897,  May  31,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4544,  Application  No.  2949,  Aug.  14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  90(J. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4661,  Application  No.  3205,  Sept  24,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4665,  Application  No.  1395,  Sept.  24,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
id.  V.  Great  Western  Power  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  1034,  Decision  No. 

4218,  March  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
id.  Horwfge  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.  Horwege  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917E,  268. 
id.  Horwege  V.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.  Rosenberg  r.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.  Rosenberg  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  268. 
id.  Rosenberg  v.   (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  1042. 
Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Oct.  2,  1916,  Decision  No.  3744, 

Application  No.  2558,)    P.U.R.1917A,  655. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3836,  Application  No.  2592,  Nov.  2,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3843,  Application  No.  2593,  Nov.  4,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3853,  Case  No.  1006,  Nov.  6,  1916)   P.U.R. 

191 7D,  453. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3854,  Application  No.  2608,  Nov.  6,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 
id.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3960,  Application  No.  2587,  Dec.  29,  1916 

P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3961,  Application  No.  2622,  Dec.  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1130. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3962,  Application  No.  2627,  Dec.  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,   1076. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3963,  Application  No.  2633,  Dec.  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3964,  Application  No.  2635,  Dec.  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4016,  Application  No.  2697,  Jan.  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
id.   (CaL    Application    No.    2037,    Jan.    16,    1917)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1087. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4070,  Application  No.  2716,  Jan.  31,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4073^  Application  No.  2707,  Jan.  31,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4077,  Application  No.  2708,  Feb.  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
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Pacific  Tel^h.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4080,  Application  No. 
2710,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1077. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4001,  Application  No.  2700,  Feb.  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4501,  Application  No.  3042,  Aug.  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  906, 
id.    (Or.    P.    S.    C.    Or.    Order    No.    237,    U.    F-191,    Aug.    15, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
id.  Burlingame  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917E,'209. 
id.  Burlingame  v.  <Cal.)   P.U.R.1917F,  833. 
id.  First  Nat.  Bank  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917E,  533. 
Palisade  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2955,  March  5,  1917) 
P.U.R,1917C,  1098. 
id.   (Neb.    Application   No.   2955,    March   5,    1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

210. 
id.    (Pa.    Application    No.    2955,    March    5,    1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

224. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2955,  March  5,  J917)  P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2956,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  545. 
Palmer  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.    (Me.  F.  C.  No.  106,  March  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Palmer-Rupp   Logging   Co.,   Re    (Or.   F-607,   P.   S.   C.   Or.   Order   No. 

120,  Aug.  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1060. 
Palmetier  &  A.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis. 

April  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1131, 
Palmyra  Teleph.  (>).,  Re  (Miss.  Case  No.  1200,  Aug.  16,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917F,  852. 
id.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1200,  Aug.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1014. 
Palo   Alto   y.   Southern   P.    Co.    (Cal.    Decision   No.    4412,    Case   No. 
1073,  June  19,  1917)   P:U.R.1917F,  552. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  CJo.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4412,  Case  No.  1073, 
June  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  558. 
Palo  Alto  County,  Northern  Iowa  Oas  &  E.  Co.  v.    (Iowa)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  997. 
Panhandle  A  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Circular  No.  5151,  July  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
Parker  v.  Lewiston,  G.  A  M.  Telqjh.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  110,  May  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  397. 
Park  Ridge  v.  Chicago  A  N.  E.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5986,  March  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
Parkston  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  Docket  F-344,  July  7,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,   1061. 
id.   (S.  D.  Docket  F-344,  July  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  166. 
id.   (S.  D.  Docket  F-344,  July  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  892. 
Parmelee,  Re  (N.  J.  July  16,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917F,  957. 
Parsons  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  982,  Nov.  6,  1910) 
P.U.R.1917E,  17. 
id.  Wilkes-Barre  R.  (3o.  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917E,  371. 
Pasadena  Consol.  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4214,  Application 
No.  2772,  March  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1045. 
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Pas^oag  Water  Co.,  Be   (R.  I.  Ka  378,r  Oet.  17,  1917)   P.UJEL1917F, 

1019. 
Pasf^iO  V.  Eiie  B.  Co.  <N-  J.  July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  4«2. 
Patcho^e   Electric   Light  Co.,   Re    (N.   Y.   «d  Dist.   Case  Ko.  5779, 

.  Mareh  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1»17E,  1071. 
Patterson,  Re  (N.  J.  Nov.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
id.  (Mieh.  X-6892,  Jan.  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1069. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6370,  Ma^  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 
id.  V.  Oklahoma  G«i  &  E.  Ca  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2650,  Order  No. 

1168,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.UJL1917E,  269. 
id.  V.  Oklahoma  Gas  k  £.  Co.   (Okla.  Caiiee  No.  2650,  Order  No. 
1168,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  948. 
Patterson  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4184,  Application  No. 

2786,  March  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1044. 
Patton  V.  Huntsville  Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1064,  Nov.  29,  1916) 
4  Mo.  P.  8.  C.  R.  588)   P.UJ1.1917C,  1098. 
id.  V.  Huntsville  Teleph.  Co.    (Mo.  Case  No.  1064,  Nov.  29,  1916, 

4  Mo.  P.  S.  C..R.  688)   P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.  V.  Huntsville  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1064,  Nov.  29,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917F,  934. 
Pattonsburg   Home   Teleph.    Co.,   Re    (Mo.   Case   No.    1248,    May   26, 

1917^  P.U.R.1917F,  912. 
Pavilicm,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5788,  May  10,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1022. 
Pavillard,  Southern  Pennsylvauia  Traction  Co.  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917C, 

631. 
Payne,  Pittsburgh  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  v.    (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
^earl   City   Mut.   Teleph.    Co.,    Re    (111.   No.    6202,    April   23,    1917) 
P.U.R.191ID,  996. 
id.   (111.  No.  6202,  April  23,  191?)   P.U.R.1917D,  1052. 
Pearson  Co.  v.  Androsco^in  Electric  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  No.  73,  Jan.  23, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  87. 
Pederaon  v.  Great  Noxtheirn  R.  Ce.  <Minn.  No.  A^197«,  Jan.  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1103. 
Pence  v.  IlUnois  C.  R.  Co.  (IM.  No.  5662,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1021. 
Paidleton,  Re  (Or.  F-673,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  262,  Sept.  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
Peninsular  R.  Co.,  Be  (Cal.  DecLriOu  No.  3562,  Application  No.  2487, 

Aug.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1133. 
PennsylvanU  Co.,  Re    (III.  T-185,  May  4,  1916)    P.U.U.1917A,   1087. 
id.  (111.  T-225,  July  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1090. 
id.  (III.  No.  5674,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1138. 
id.   (III.  No.  5674,  Nov.  10,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  1034. 
id.   (111.  No.  4954,  Feb.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6600,  May  7,  1917)   P.U.R.lfM7E,  1031. 
id.  Kosciusko  County  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.19J7F,  9.10. 
Pennsylvania-Detroit    R.    Co.,    Re    (Mich.    D-1125,    March    21,    1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1060. 
id.    (Mich.  D-1136,  April  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1065. 
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Pennsylvftiiia   Lines  Weai  of  Pittslmr^  Re    (lU.  No.  M94,  Jan.  9, 

1917)    P.U.R.X917B,  1103. 
id.  <I1L  D-316,  May  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1C24. 
id.   (111.  No.  5962,  May  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Conimisaion^  United  States  Look  k  Hardware  Co.  v. 

(Pa.)   P.U.R.1917D,  730. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5908,  Ai>ril   1,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6912,  April  3,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5943,  April  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5989,  Jday  3,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5506,  May  23,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1065. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6049,  June  8,  1916)  P.UJi.l917A,  1109. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6085,  June  28.  1916)  P.U.R.1017A,  1111. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6105,  July  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1112. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6137,  Aug.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6141,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6161,  Aag.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  lUo, 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6203,  Sept.  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6204,  Sept.  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6249,  Oct.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.19i7B,  1114. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6251,  Oct.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6281,  Nov.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6305,  Nov.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6328,  Nov.  29,  1016)  P.U.R.1017B,  1120. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6355,  Dec.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No,  6370,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5506,  Dec.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1071. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6418,  Feb.  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6449,  March  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  982. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6489,  March  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6523,  April  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6540,  May  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1017F,  987. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6606,  May  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  980. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6625,  June,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,-991. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6646,  June,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  991. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6673,  July   19,   1917)    P.r.R.1917F,   093. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6687,  July  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6714,  Aug.   8,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

995. 
id.   (Pa.    Application    Docket    No.    1380-1917,     Sept.    25,    1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  922. 
id.  Barries  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917C,  3107. 
id.  Caneadea  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1105. 
id.  Cheesley  &  Sons  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
id.  Crawford  k  Bunce  v.   (Pa,)    P.U.R.1917E,  28. 
id.  Free  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
id.  Haggerty  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.RJ917F,  1022. 
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Pemisylvania  R.  Co.  v.  Herrmann   (N.  J.  Err.  &  App.  191(5,  —  N.  J. 
Eq.  — ,  99  Atl.  404)  P.U.R.1917E,  380. 
id.  Manufacturers  A  Property  Interests  Asso.  v.    (N.  J.)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  939. 
id.  Pennsylvania  Rubber  Co.  v.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
id.  Pennsylvania    Wagon    Coal    Shippers    xxsso.    v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R. 

191TD,  1032. 
id.  Prospect  Station  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)    P.U.R.1917C,   1106. 
id.  Scottsville  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1114. 
id.  Scottsville   Sand   k  Gravel   Co.    v.    (N.   Y.   2d   Dist.)    P.U.R. 

191 7D,  1030. 
id.  Shenandoah  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917C,   1066. 
id.  Standard  Chair  Co.  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917D,  240. 
id.  Uniontown  v.  (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
id.  Valley  Smokeless  Coal  Co.  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  213. 
id.  Valley   Smokeless  Coal   v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917F,   1022. 
id.  Waverly   Oil   Works   Co.   v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917B,   1124. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  J.  M.  &  I.  Division,  Karstedt  v.   (Ind.)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1102. 
Pennsylvania    Rubber    Co.    v.    Pennsylvania    R.    Co.    (Pa.    Complaint 

Docket  No.  211,  June  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
Pennsylvania  Tunnel  &  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.  Case  No. 
2151,  Nov.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1008. 
id.   (N.  J.  Oct.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
Pennsylvania  Utilities  Co.  v.  Lehigh  Nav.  Electric  Co.   (Pa.  1916,  254 

Pa.  289,  98  Atl.  950)   P.U.R.1917D,  131. 
Pennsylvania    Wagon    Coal    Shippers    Asso.    v.    Pennsylvania    R.    Co. 
(Pa.    Complaint   Docket   Nos.    1329,    1330,    March    20,    1017) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
Penn  Yan  &  L.  S.  R.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6412,  Feb.  2,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1091. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6515,  April  18,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
Penobscot  Bay   Electric   Co.,   Re    (Me.   U-202,   Oct.   9,    1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  911. 
Pentotoe  Compress  &  Storage  Co.  v.  Owen   (Miss.  No.  4390,  March  7, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
People  ex  rel.   Pearce  v.   Commercial   Teleph.  &  Teleg.   Co.,   Re    (111. 
Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  111.  — ,  115  N.  E.  379)    P.U.R.1917D,  272. 
id.  ex  rel.  Erie  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Conunission   (N.  Y.  App. 
Div.   1916,   176  App.   Div.  29,   162  N.  Y.  Supp.   620)    P.U.K. 
1917E,  892. 
People's  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5719,  Nov.  8, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1082. 
id.   (N.   Y.  2d  Dist.  Case   No.   5720,  Nov.  8,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1082. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3618,  Dec.  28,   1916)    P.U.F.1017B, 

1153. 
id.   (111.  No.  6307,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  lOlC. 
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People's  Gas  &  £.  Co.  v.  Louisa  k  Des  Moines  Counties  (Iowa,  Docket 

E-232,  May  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
People's  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  ft509,  June  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  908. 
People's  Gaslight  A  Coke  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6789,  June  12,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  1062. 
id.   (111.  No.  7025,  July  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  958. 
People's  Land  k  Mfg.   Co.,   Re    (Wis.   July   21,    1917)    P.U.R.1917r!:,   . 

1040. 
People's  Mut.  Telepli.  Co.,  Re  (III.  No.  E-467,  June  26,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917  A,  1145. 
id.  (111.  No.  6256,  Feb.  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1012. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  1840,  March  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1048. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2794,  June  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1048. 
People's  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-133,  April  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

1003. 
People's  United  Teleph.  System,  Re    (W.  Va.   Case  No.  479,  Dec.  5, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1100. 
People's  Water,  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re    (WU.   March  14,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1057. 
Peoria   v.   Peoria   Waterworks   Co.    (111.    No.   2136,    Sept.    28,    1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 
Peoria  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6111,  Feb.  12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D, 

lOlL 
Peoria  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6876,  June  18.  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 
Peoria  Waterworks  Co.,  Peoria  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 
Pere   Marquette   &  W.   R.   Co.,   Re    (Mich.   No.   4197,   May  2,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1019. 
Pere  MarqueUe   R.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.   D-944,   April   18,   1916)    P.U.R. 
1917A,  1055. 
id.  (Mich.  X-6467,  July  26,  1916)    P.U.RJ917A,  1072. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6421,  Aug.  4,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1073- 
id.   (Mich.  X-^686,  Oct.   11,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1062. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6691,  Oct.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C.  1058. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6719,  Oct.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6152,  Nov.  9,  1916)    P.UJt.l917C.  lOoS. 
id.   (Mich.  X-6041,  Feb.  21,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1079. 
id.   (Mich.  D-1037,  March  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1019. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  1037,  March  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1060. 
id.   (Mich.  C-7077',  Aug.  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  918. 
id.   (Mich.   C-7077,   Sept.   19,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   925. 
id.  Charlevoix  Rock  Product  Co.  v.  (Mich.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1006. 
id.  V.  Grand  Rapids  k  I.  R.  Co.    (Mich.  D-1050,  May  9,  1017) 

P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.  Newaygo  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.    (Mich.)    r.U.R.1917F,  977. 
id.  Shults  V.   (Ind.)   P.UJ1.1917E,  1018. 
Perkins,   Re    (Ariz.    Docket   No.    353,    Sept.    19,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1051. 
id.  V.    Bristol-Plainville   Tramway   Co.    (Conn.   Docket  No.    2092, 
Oct  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  943. 
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Peters  v.  San  Antonio    (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1017,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — , 

195  S.  W.  989)  P.U.R.1917F,  903. 
Petersen,   Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3803,  Application  Nos.  2570,  2571, 

Oct.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1065. 
Phenix  Marble  Co.  v.  Kansas  City,  C.  &  S.  R.  Co.    (Mais.  Case  No. 

1256,  Aug.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  689. 
Philadelphia  &  R.  R.  Co.,  Allentown  Portiand  Cement  Co.  v.    (Pa.) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1032. 
id.  Allentown   Portland   Cement  Co.  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1017E,  885. 
id.  Doughten  &  Son  v.   (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917E,  213. 
id.  Philadelphia  Vinegar  Co.  v.   (Pa.)   P.I  .R.1917D,  1040. 
Philadelphia  B.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  Re    (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  848- 
1916,  Feb.  1917)   P.U.R.1017B,  1083. 
id.  Morris  Weil's  Sons  v.   (Pa.)  P.UJL1917B,  1124. 
id.  Morris   Weil's  Sons  v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917F,   1021. 
Philadelphia  Vinegar  C^.  v.  Philadelphia  4  R.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint 

Docket  No.  1016,  Feb.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Philippine   IsUnds  Teleph.   A   TeK^g.   Co.,   Re    (Philippine,   Case   No. 

189,  Dec.  20,  1C16)   P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Phcenix  Mill.  Co.  v.  Southern  P.  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4628,  Case 
No.  1061,  Sept.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  969. 
id.  v.  Southern  P.  Ck>.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4628,  Case  No.  1061, 
Sept.   8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   1019. 
Picket  Post  Copper  Co.,  Re    (Ariz.  Permit  No.  090,  Investment  Co. 

No.  615,  Feb.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1126. 
Pierce  Co.  v.  Chicago  Jb  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Jan.  24,  1917)    P.U.R, 

1917D,  1041. 
Pierce  I^eleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3007,  Jan.  27,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,   1098. 
Pifer  Teleph.   Co.,  State   Public  Utilities  Co.  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1048. 
Pine  Bluff  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Re  (Ark.  Order  No.  B-152,  July  12, 

1910)   P.U.R.1917A,  1085. 
Pioneer   Teleph.   &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re    (Okla.   Order  No.   1081,  Aug.   12, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1099. 
id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2783,  Order  No.  1197,  Dec.  29,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1009. 
id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2795,  Order  No.  1199,  Jan.  6,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1100. 
id.   (Okla.  Order  No.   1265,  April  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 
id.  Edwards  v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
id.  Edwards  v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917E,  533. 

id.  Ft.  Supply  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.   (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917F,  CIS. 
id.  Gibbs  V.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  963. 
Piscataquis  Woolen  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U-201,  Oct.  0,  191T)   P.U.R.1917F, 

911. 
Pitcher  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  E-443,  April  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1144. 
id.   (111.  No.  4683,  April  30,  3917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1058. 
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Pitkin,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  5932,  April  12,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1008. 
Pittaiwrgh  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.,  Iron  City  Sand  Co.  v.  (Pa.)  P.UJ1.1917A, 
1120. 
id.  McCrady  Bros.  Co.  t.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
Pittsburgh  &  8.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Pa.  Application  Docket  Noa.  757-770, 

June  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  483. 
Pittsburg  &  W.  V.  Gas  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  450,  Jan.  4,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  198. 

id.  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  466,  Jan.  4,  1917)  P.U.Ra917E,  545. 
Pittsburgh.  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4149,  Jan.  6,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1184. 

id.  (Ill,  No.  4906,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1142. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2657,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 

id.  (111.  No.  5720,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1088. 

id.  (111.  No.  5720,  Dec  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1135. 

id.  (Ill  No.  5986,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1056. 

id.  (111.  No.  5984,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1066. 

id.  (Ohio,  No.  1036,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1156. 

id.  4  Ind.  No.  2665,  Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 

id.  (111.  No.  5778,  Feb.  28,  1»17)  P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2760,  March  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 

id.   (in.  No.  T-281,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.   (111.  No.  5999,  March  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 

Id.  (111.  No.  6392,  March  22,  1917)  P.UJIJ917C,  1067. 

id.   (lU.  No.  6393,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2929,  May  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2875,  May  26,  1917)    P.U.R,1917F,  1020. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2989,  Jui^e  %  1917)  P.U3aM7E,  1019. 

id.  American  Sheet  4  Tin  Plate  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1095. 

id.  Arbuckle  v.   (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 

id.  Brown  v.  (Ind.)  P.UJ1.1917C,  1076. 

id.  Chicago  Bridge  4  Iron  Ck).  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917F,  1020. 

id.  Ft  Wayne  Corrugated  Paper  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  974. 

id.  MunstOT  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917F,  478. 

id.  National  Tube  Cq.  v.   (W.  Va.)   P.U.R.1917E,  15. 

id.  V.  Payne   (111.  No.  2871,  Jan.  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 

id.  Shults  V.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1018. 

id.  Werte  &  Co.  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
PHtsburgh,  Ft.  W.  &  C.  R.  Co.,  Allen  County  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917E, 
1021. 

id.  Smith  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
Pittsburg,  S.  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6610,  June  1,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917P,  990. 
Placerville  Gold  Min.  Co.,   Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3943,   Application 

No.  2657)    P.U.R.1917B,   1086. 
Plain  Teleph.  Co.,  Turner  v.    (Wis.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1119. 
Planters  Cotton  &  Gin  Co.,  Byars  v.   (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917F,  935. 
Platte  Valley   Teleph.   Co.,   Re    (Neb.   Application  No.   2920,  Nov.   8, 
1910)   P.U.R.1917B,  1148. 
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Platte  Valley  Telepli.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3137,  Aug.  17, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1015. 
Platteville  R.  &  E.  Teleph.  Co.,  Lancaster  Light  k  P.  Co.  v.   (Wis.) 

P.U.R.1917F,  174. 
Pleasantville,  Re  (N.  J.  Jan.  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1000. 

id.   (N.  J.  Jan.  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1060. 
Plosstr,  r.e   (Miss.  No.  4362,  Dec.  5,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
Plouff,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  July  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1015. 
Plumas  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Great  Western  Power  Co.    (Cal.  Decision 

No.  4004,  Case  No.  1017,  Jan.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
Plunkett  V.  Minneapolis,  S.  Ste.  M.  &  A.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Sup.  Ct.  1891, 

79  Wis.  222,  48  N.  W.  519)  P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Plymouth  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  March  2,  1917)   P.r.R.1917D, 
1058. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-388,  June  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  23. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-388,  June  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  741. 
Pocahontas   Teleph.    Co.,   Re    (111.   No.   6049,   Jan.   29,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1137. 
Point  Arena  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3891,  Appli- 
cation  No.   2449,   Nov.   21,   1910)    P.U.R.1917C,   1083. 
Point  Pleasant  v.   Point  Pleasant  Waterworks   Co.    (N.  J.   F*.   27, 
1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  105. 
id.  V.    Point   Pleasant    Waterworks    Co.    (N.    J.    Feb.    27,    1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  146. 
id.  V.  Point  Pleasant  Waterworks  Co.  <N.  J.  Feb.  27,  1917)  P.U.R 

1917E,  223. 
id.  V.    Point   Pleasant   Waterworks   Co.    (N.    J.    Feb.    27,    1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  166. 
Point  Pleasant  Waterworks  Co.,  Marr  v.    (N.  J.)    P.U.R.1917E,  105. 
id.  Point  Pleasant  v.   (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1917E,  105. 
id.  Point  Pleasant  v.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917E,  146. 
id.  Point  Pleasant  v.    (N.  J.)    P.U.R.1917E,  223. 
id.  Point  Pleasant  v.    (N.  J.)   P.U.R.1917F,  165. 
Police  Jury  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.   (La.  Order  Nos.  2058,  2546,  Dec.  6, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1109. 
Polo  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6534,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1013. 
id.  Schell  V.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 
Pomona  v.  Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4323,  Case 
No.  1051,  May  17,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.  V.   Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4323,  Case 
No.  1051,  May  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  739. 
Pontchartrain  R.  Co.,  New  Orleans  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
Pontiac,  Re  (Mich.  C-7077,  Aug.  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  924. 
Portage  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Sept.  30,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1069. 
Porter  County,  Chicago  &  E.  R.  Co.  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
Portersville  v.   Central   California  Gas  Co.    (Cal.   Decision   No.   3836, 
Case  No.  966,  Nov.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
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Porterville   Teleph,    Co.,   Re    (111.   No.    5732,    April   6,    1917}    P.U.i?. 
1917D,  995. 
id.   (m.  No.  5732,  April  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1051.     , 
id.   (111.  No.  6327,  April  5,  1017)    P.U.R.1917D,  1001. 
Port  Henry  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5677, 

Oct.  17,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1151. 
Port  Jervis  Teleph.  Co.,  Swartwout  v.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

1015. 
Portland,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  180,  F-558,  March  29,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1063. 
Portland  &  0.  City  R.  Co.,  Re   (Or.  F-413,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 

119,  Aug.   14,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1060. 
Portland  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Oregon  Electric  R.  Co.  (Or.  F-439. 
P.   S.   C.   Or.   Order   No.   188,   April    19,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 
385. 
id.  V.    Oregon   Electric   R    Co.    (Or.    F-439,   P.   S.   C.    Or.   Order 
No.  188,  April  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  386. 
Portland  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R  R.  No.  246,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

1057. 
Portland  R.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Or.  F-519,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 
129,  Sept.  27,  1916)   P.U.R1917A,  1061. 
id.   (Or.   U-F-47,   Order   204,   June   9,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,   1040. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  156,  F-452,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1012. 
id.   (Or.   P.   S.   C.   Or.   No.   240,    F-612,   Aug.   24,   1917)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  927. 
Portland  Terminal  Co.,  Re    (Me.  R.  R.  295,  Sept.  14,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  952. 
Portola  Water  Co.,  Thiailkill  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  199. 

id.  Thiailkill  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917E,   270. 
Portsmouth,  D.  &  Y.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  243,  May  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
Postal  Teleg.  Cable  Co.  v.  Associated  Press    (N.  Y.  App.  Div.  1C16, 
175  App.  Div.  538,  162  N.  Y.  Supp.  4)  P.U.R.1917E,  214. 
id,  V.  Associated  Press  (N.  Y.  App.  Div.  1916,  175  App.  Div.  5^8, 

162  N.  Y.  Supp.  11,  12)    P.U.R.1917E,  214. 
id.  Northrop  v.  (Vt.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1149. 
Potomac  Electric  Power  Co.,  Re   (D.  C.  P.  U.  C.  No.  2257,  Order  No. 
203,  March  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  901. 
id.  (D.  C.  Order  No.  212,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2016,  May.  3,  1917)  P.U.R. 
101 7D,  1046. 
Potomac  Teleph.   Co.,  Coon   Bros.   Teleph.  Co.  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917C, 
1097. 
id.  Coon  rros.  Teleph.  Co.  v.   (111.)    P.U.R.1917E,  214. 
Potter  Gas  Co.,  Osborne  v.   (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1045. 
Poug'ikeepsie  City  &  W.  F.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case 
No.  5774,  March  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,   1073. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5944,  April  5,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 
1073. 

For  Table  of  Cases  J^igested,  see  ante,  pp.  567-~S98, 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


768  CASES  ABSTRACTED, 

Powell,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6041,  July  8,  1017)  P.U.R.1917F, 

920. 
id.  V.  Neame,  C.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2630,  Order  No.  2128,  Sept. 

11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  974. 
Powers  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Dec.  15,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917C,  1096. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &,  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Dec.  16,  1916)    P.U.R. 

191 7E,  17. 
id.  Southern    Pennsylvania    Traction    Co.    v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917C, 

631. 
Prairie  v.  Mobile  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Miss.  No.  43S3,  March  7,  1917)  P.U.R. 

191 7C,  1104. 
Prattsburgh  U.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Nos.  6951,  5952,  and  5953, 

May  15,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1076. 
id.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Nos.  5961,  5952,  5953,  May  15,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  916. 
Prentice  &  Co.  v.  Grand  Rapids  &  I.  R.  Co.   (Mich.  D-1000,  Dec.  26, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
Preston  v.  Ettrick  &  N.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Oct.  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

923. 
Princeton  Gas  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6664,  May   15,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D, 

1054. 
Project  Mut.  Teleph.  &  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-154,  Order 

No.  401,  Jan.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  399. 
id.  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-155,  Order  No.  407,  Jan.  19,  1917)  P.lt.R. 

1917B,  1078. 
Proposed   Horizontal   Increases   in   Freight   Rates,    Re    (Idaho,   Case 

No.  F-182,  Order  No.  443,  June  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
Proposed   Increases   in    Freight   Rates,   Re    (Idaho,   Case  No.   F-182, 

Order  No.  433,  May  22,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
Prospect  Station  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  ad  Dist.  Case  No. 

5886,  Feb.  27,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Providence  (3a«  Ca,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  819,  Jan.  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 

1017. 
Providence  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2200,  March  8,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  10^. 
Provincial  Treasurer  v.  Yangoo   (Philippine^  Case  No.  813,  Sept.  28, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  104a 
Publication  &  Filing  Tariffs,  Re  (Idaho,  General  Order  No.  13,  Jan. 

4,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 
Public  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (Vt.  June  9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1150. 

id.   (Vt.  June  9,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1150. 
Public    Service    Commission,    Re    (N.    Y.    App.    Div.    1917,    177    App. 

Div.  144,  lft4  N.  Y.  Supp.  310)  P.U.R.1917E,  938. 
id.   (N.  Y.   App.  Div.  1917,  177  App.  Div.   144,  164  N.  Y.  Supp. 

310)    P.U.R.1917E,  9.39. 
id.   (N.  Y.  App.  Div.  1917,  177  App.  Div.  444,  164  N.  Y.  Supp 

310)    P.U.R,1917F,  553. 
id.  Brooklyn  Borough  Gas  Co.  v.   (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917E, 

345. 
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PllbHe  Senrke  Commission  ex  rel.  Cheney  v.  Cheney  Li|^t  &  P.  Co. 

(Wash.  No.  4345,  Oct.  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  967. 
id.  V.  Fox  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Sp.  T.  1917,  99  Misc.  48,  163  N.  Y. 

Supp.  420)   P.U.R.1917F,  569. 
id.  ex  rel.  Schafer  Bros.  Logging  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash. 

No.  4428,  Oct.  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
id.  People  ex   rel.    Erie   R.    Co.   v.    (N.    Y.   App.    Div.)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  892. 
id.  V.  Shelby   (Mont.  Docket  No.  571,  Report^  A  Order  No.  190, 

Dec.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  730. 
id.  Y.  Shelby   (Mont.  Docket  No.  571,  Report  &  Order  No.  190, 

Dec.  28,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917E,  210. 
id.  V.  Shelby    (Mont.  Docket  No.  571,  Report  k  Order  No.  190, 

Dec.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Wabash  R.  Co.  v.  (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.UJ1.1917F, 

220. 
id.  Y.  Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.    (Mont.  Docket  No.  503,  Report  & 

Order  No.  178,  Dec.  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917F,  172. 
PuWio  Service  Co.,  Re  (IlL  Nos.  6707,  6707-A,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.UJt 

1917B,  1080. 
id.  (IlL  No.   4682,  March   10,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1135. 
id.   (IlL   No.   6204,  June  21,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1145. 
id.   (111.  No.  5214,  June  22,  1916)    P.UJt.l917A,  1138. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6633,  Oct.  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 
id.   (111.  No.  5686,  Oct.  12,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917A,  1141. 
id.  (111.  No.  5587,  Oct.   12,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 
id.   (111.  No.  5669,  Oct.  31,  1916)   P.UJR.1917B,  1168. 
id.  (IlL  Nos.  6707,  6707-A,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.UJ1.191B,  1089. 
id.  (IlL  No.  6793,  Feb.  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 
id.  (IlL  No.  6174,  Feb.  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1138. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6036,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1162. 
id.   (111.  No.  6036,  Feb.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1162. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6074,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6070,  April  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  996. 
id.  (111.  No.  6644,  April  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1037. 
id.  (111.  No.  6862,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.  (IlL  No.  6635,  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  908. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6960,  June  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
id.   (IlL  No.  6977,  June  29,  1917)   P.UJR.1917E,  1039. 
id.  (lU.  No.  7008,  July  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  954. 
id.   (HL  Application  No.  6628,  Aug.  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917P,  936. 
Public  Service  Gas  Co.,  South  Amboy  v.    (N.  J.)    P.U.R.1917E,  943. 
Public  Service  R.  Co.  y.  Public  Utility  Comrs.   (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.  1916, 

—  N.  J.  L.  — ,  98  AtL  28)  P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (111. 

No.  5600  consoUdated,  Dec.  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 
id.  V.  Keokuk  Electric  Co.  (IlL  No.  6673,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  954. 
id.  Union  P.  R.  Co.  v.    (Kan.  Sup,  Ct.)   P.UJ1.1917A,  1076. 
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Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Wabash  Gas  Co.  (111.  No.  5385,  Ooi.  2Z, 

1916)  P.TJ.R.1917E,  270. 

id.  V.   Wabash   Gas   Co.    (111.   No.   6385,   Oct.   23,    1916)    P.U.R. 
1917E,  1045. 
Public  Utilities  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2892,  April  18,  1917)  P.U.R.lil7C, 

1086. 
Public  Utility  Comrs.,  Erie  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  J.  Sup.  a.)   P.U.R.1917A, 
1058. 
id.  Erie  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  J.  Err.  &  App.)    P.U.R.1917E,  354. 
id.  New  York,  S.  &  W.  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  J.  Sup.  a.)    P.U.R.1917F, 

552. 
id.  New  York,  S.  &  W.  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917F, 

589. 
id.  Public  Serv*je  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  J.  Sup.  a.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 
Puente  City  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4520,  Application  No. 

2839,  Aug.   7,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   1018. 
Pujalte  &  Co.,  Re   (Philippine,  Case  No.  748,  June  16,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1121. 
Pullen  V.  Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2937,  Oct.  6,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1021. 
Pullman  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6320,  Nor.  28,  1916)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  961. 
id.   (Miss.  May  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1027. 
Pulse  &  Porter,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2260,  Jan.  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
Purcell-Lexington    Toll    Bridge    Co.,    Janes   v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917F, 

1017. 
Putnam,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6832,  March  1,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  913. 
Putnam  k  Norman  v.  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.   (La.  No.  2554,  Order 

No.  2065,  Jan.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 
Putnam   County   Electric   Co.,   Re    (111.   Nos.    5405,   5405-A,   5405-B, 
Nov.  10,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1078. 
id.  (111.  Nos.  5405,  5405-A,  6406-B,  Nov.  10,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917B, 

1088. 
id.   (HI.  Nos.  5406,  5406-A,  5405-B,  Nov.  10,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917B, 
1133. 
Quanah,  A.  &  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Moore  (Tex.  Qv.  App.  1916,  --  Tex.  Civ. 

App.     — .,   189   S.   W.   322)    P.U.R.1917E,  216. 
Queen  City  &  S.  County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  R©  (111.  No.  6811,  June  4, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1062. 

Quincy  v.  Quincy  Gas,  E.  &  Heating  Co.  (111.  Case  No.  2532,  May  14, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 
Quincy  Gas,  Electric  &  Heating  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5670,  Dec.  12,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917F,  878. 
id.   (111.  No.  7070,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  954. 
id.   (111.  No.  7070,  Sept.  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  955. 
id.  Quincy  v.    (111.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 
Quincy,  O.  &  K.  C.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  1143,  Jan.  9,  1917,  4 
Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  645)   P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
id.  Boudreau  v.   (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917E,  523. 
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Kailroad  k  Warehouse  Commission  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  1011, 

.     May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
Railroad  Commission  v.  Louisiana  &  N.  W.  R.   (La.  No.  2640,  Order 

No.  2089,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1111. 
id.  V.  Louisiana  R.  &  Nav.  Co.    (La.  Order  No.  2040,  No.  2542, 

Sept.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1072. 
id.  V.   Railroads    (La.  No.  900,   Order  No.  2017,  July  17,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,   1094. 
id.  V.   Railroads    (La.   Order  No.  2059,  No.   2630,  Dec.   6,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 
id.  V.  Southern  R.  Co.    (Miss.  No.  4318,  Sept.  12,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917C,  1103. 
id.  V.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.   (La.  Order  No.  2068,  No.  2624,  Feb.  8, 

1917)  P.U.R,1917E,  1023. 
id.  V.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.    (La.  Order  No.  2069,  No.  2625,  Feb.  8, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1023. 
Hailroad  Comrs.  v.  Great  Northern.  R.   Co.    (Mont.  Docket  No.   517, 

May  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,'  1098. 
id.  V.  Great  Northern   R.   Co.    (Mont.   Docket  No.  678,  Nov.  22, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917C,   1112. 
id.  V.  Great  Northern  R.   Co.    (Mont.   Docket  No.   578,  Nov.  22, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  899. 

id.  V.   Northern  P.   R.   Co.    (Mont.   Docket  No.   561,   Report   and 
Order  No.  173,  Oct.   10,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,   1104. 
Railroad  Commission  of  Texas,  Re   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5150,  July  12, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,   1010. 

Railroad  Cos.  Operating  in  Nebraska,  Re  (Neb.  Application  No.  2997, 

June  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  979. 
Railroads,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-182,  Order  No.  431,  May  17,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
id.  Norwood  Truck  Growers  Asso.  v.   (La.)    P.U.R.1917D,  1025. 
id.  Railroad   Commission  v.    (La.)    P.U.R.1917A,   1094. 
id.  Railroad   Commission  v.    (La.)    P.U.R.1917C,   1089. 
Railroads   East  of  Mississippi   River,   Re    (La.   Order   No.   2016,  No. 
2519,  June  21,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
id.   (La.  Order  No.  2083,  No.  2631,  March  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1025. 
Railroads    in    Louisiana,    Louisiana   Swine   Breeders'    Asso.   v.    (La.) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
Railroads  Operating  in  State  of  Louisiana,  Re   (La.  Order  No.  2087, 

March   21,   1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1111. 
Railroads  Operating  within  the  State  of  Maryland,  Re    (Md.  Order 
Xo.  3601,  Case  No.  402,  April  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 
Railroads  West  of  Mississippi  River,  Re    (La.  No.  2301,  Order  No. 

2020,  July  17,  1916)    P.UJ1.1917A,  1094. 
Railway  Terminal  &  Warehouse  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  5418-G,  Nov.  23, 
1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  6105,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1053. 
id.   (111.  No.  6748,  May  16,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
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Bainey  ▼.  Central  Diet.  Teleph.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  633, 

Feb.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  533. 
Ralston  Business  Men's  Asso.  ▼.  Bush    (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No. 

611,  Jail.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Randolph   &  H.   Power   &   Electric   Co.,   Re    (Mass.   May  29,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1059. 
Randolph  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4921,  Oct. 

31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1151. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5914,  March  1,  1917)   P.UJL1917E, 

1070. 
Randolph  Wagon  Works  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  May 

3,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1132. 
Rankin  Electric  Light  Co.,  Re  (111.  E-522,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.UJt.l917A, 

1147. 
Rappel  y.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  O.    (Wis.  June  15, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1020.       • 
Raritan  River  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  J.  Oct.  23,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1024. 
Rates  k  Transit  Arrangements  ^n  Corn,  Re   (La.  No.  2114,  July  26, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  974. 
Rates  between  Texas  Points,  Re   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5184,  Sept.  29, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1002. 
Rates  for  Transportation  of  Straw,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3028,  Oct.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  974. 
Bates  on  Coal,  Re  (Mo.  No.  1034,  Nov.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
Rates  on  Flue  Lining,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  674,  March  7,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1098. 
Bathmann  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  (111.  No.  6416,  June  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 
id.  V.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.   (lU.  No.  6416,  June  12,  1915) 

P.U.R.1917F^  89. 
Rawlings  v.  Chicago,  B.  &,  Q.  R.  Co.    (Neb.   Formal  Complaint  No. 

279,  Dec.  5,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  892. 
Bed  Bluflf,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4319,  Application  No.  2800,  May  17, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  709. 
Red  Granite  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  May  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
feed  Jacket  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6005,  May  2, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1075. 
Bedondo  Water  Co.,  Murry  v.    (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917E,  199. 
id.  Murry  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917E,  209. 
id.  Murry  v.  (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917E,  546. 
id.  Murry  V.  (Cal.)  P:U.R.1917E,  1056. 
id.  Murray  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  144. 
Bee  Hills  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  F-446,  Sept.  29,  1917)  P.UJi.l917F, 

1016. 
Belland  Packing  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  May  3, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1131. 

Beinberg  v.   Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  5550,  March  IS, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 

Beis  Coal  Co.  v.  Elgin,  J.  &  E.  B.  C^o.  (111.  No.  3091,  AprU  23,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 
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Removal  of  Teleph.  &  Tel€^.  Poles,  Re  (S.  C.  Circular  No.  219,  Jan. 

3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  950. 
Reorganization  Committee  of  Western  Illinois  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111. 

No.  6611,  June  13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  908. 
Report  of  Accidents,  Re  (Tex.  Feb.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1024. 
RepubHc  Box  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  6622,  May  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 
Residents  v.  Delaware,  L.   &  W.   R.   Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

5866m,  March  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
Reynolds  v.  Mahoning  &  S.  R.  Light  Co.    (Pa.  Docket  No.  551,  Nov. 

17,  1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  72. 
Reynolds  Electric  Light  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  Nos.  6213,  and  6214,  June 

11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1062. 
Rhinelander,  Re  (Wis.  Dec.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 

id.   (Wis.  Dec.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.19i7F,  144. 
Rhode  Island  Co.,  Re   (R.  I.  No.  285,  July  12,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1121. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  286,  July  12,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  292,  Aug.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  294,  Aug.  9,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  305,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
id!   (R.  I.  No.  307,  Nov.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1063. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  310,  Nov.  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  317,  Dec.  20,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1064. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  323,  Feb.  7,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1064. 
id.  (R.  I.  No.  327,  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1064. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  336,  May  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  341,  June  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  343,  June  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  344,  June  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  350,  July  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  351,  July  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  355,  July  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  999. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.   356,  Aug.  1,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  999. 
id.   (R.   L  No.   358,  Aug.   8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   999. 
id.  (R.  I.  No.  363,  Aug.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  922. 
id.   (R.  L  No.  369,  Aug.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  999. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  371  ■  Sept.  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  936. 
id.   (R.  I.  No.  372,  Sept.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
id.  (R.  I.  No.  377,  Oct.  17,  1917)    P.U.R.1917P,  939. 
Ribble  V.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2796,  Order  No. 

1234,  Feb.  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Rib  Lake  Municipal  Electric  Light  Plant,  Re    (Wis.  Feb.   14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,   1088. 
Rice,  Re  (Mich.  No.  7029,  April  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1015. 
Rice  Asso.  v.  Southern  P.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3424,  Case  No.  923, 

June  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1085. 
Rich  V.  Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.    (S.  D.  Order  No.  2763,  June  23, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1051. 
id.  Southern   Pennsylvania   Traction   Co.   v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917C, 
631. 
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Rich  Hill  Commercial  Club  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  950, 
Aug.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
id.  Missouri    P.    R.    Co.    (Mo.    Case   No.    966,    Aug.    11,    1916) 
P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
Richland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  April  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  892. 

id.   (Wis.  April  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  893. 
Richmond,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3060,  Aug.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  965. 

id.  V.  Richmond  City  Waterworks    (Ind.  Nos.   170  &  1846,  Feb. 

16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 

Richmond  City  Waterworks,  Richmond  v.    (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 
Riclmiond  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Minn.  July  25,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1013. 
Richton,  Re   (Miss.  No.  4361,  Dec.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1091. 
Ridge  Road  Gas  &  Oil  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5686,  Oct. 

17,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1092. 

Righetti,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4179,  Application  Na  2744,  March 

12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
Riley  v.  New  York  Teleph.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5715,  Nov. 

23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 
Ringgold  &  Taylor  Counties,  Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Co.  y.    (Iowa) 

P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
Ringling  &  O.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Okla.  Cause  No.  3060,  Order  No.  1328, 

Sept.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
Ringtown,  Re   (Pa.  Application  Docket  No.  373-1916,  Dec.  20,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  399. 
Rio  Grande  &  E.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Application  No.  27,  Authority 

No.  10,  March  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.  (Tex.  Application  No.  27,  June  18,  1917,  Authority  No.  10) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
Rio  Grande  Southern   R.   Co.,   Re    (Colo.   Case  No.   123,  March   15, 

1917)  P.UJR.1917E,  891. 
Ripley  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5708,  Feb. 

27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1081. 
Ripley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U.  No.  169,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1143. 
Ristow  V.  Hillsboro  &  N.  E.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  AprU  12,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  1041. 
River  &  Canal  Transit  Co.,  Re    (111.  T-261,  Jan.  24,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1104. 
Riverside  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  3720,  April  9,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  382. 
Riverside  Coimty,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3473,  Application  No.  2016, 

June  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1052. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3479,  Application  No.  2139,  June  30,  1916) 

P.U.R.1017A,  1051. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3551,  Application  No.  2261,  July  21,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
Riverside  County  Gas  &,  P.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3745,  Applica- 
tion No.  2505,  Oct.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  8745,  Application  No.  2505,  Oct  2,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
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Riverside  County  Gas  k  P.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  ISTo.  3745,  Application 
No.  2505,  Oct.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1128. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3755,  Application  No.  2505,  Oct.  4,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1128. 
Riverside  Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg.   Co.,  Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.   3855, 

Application  No.  2174,  Nov.  6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1085. 
Riverside  Water  Main  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1075,  Jan.  10,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1146. 
Roach  Timber  Co.,  Re   (Or.  F-517,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  146,  Nov.  ^ 

22,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1062. 
Road  Comrs.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.   (Dl.  No.  5317,  March  15, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1067. 
Roanoke  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2764,  May  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 
1048. 
id.   (111.  No.   6959,  June  28,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,   1047. 
Roberts,   Re    (Idaho,  Case  No.  229,  Order   No.   418,   Feb.   13,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
id.   (Idaho,   Case   No.   F-141,   Order   No.   423,   March   15,    1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  399. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6113,  Aug.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, . 
902. 
Rochester,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5005,  July  26,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917A,  1068. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6005,  Sept.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1068. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5005,  Sept.  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1069. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.  Case  No.  5005,  Feb.  21,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 
1073. 
Rochester  Connecting  R.  Corp.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6053, 

Oct.  19,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917B,  1082. 
Rochester  R.  &  Light  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  El-19,   Nov.   8, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5472,  Jan.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 
1005.  : 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5472,  Jan.  16^  1917)   P.U.R.1917©, 
1065. 
Rodiester  Sand  &  Brick  Co.  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  D-957,  Sept. 
6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1096. 
id.  Michigan   C.   R.    Co.    (Mich.    D-967,   Sept.    6,    1916)    P.U.R. 
1917A,  1096. 
Rock  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  253. 
id.   (Wis.  Jan.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
id.  (Wis.  Jan.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  546*. 
Rockford,  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 
Rockford  &  I.  R.  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  6140,  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 
1016. 
id.   (111.  No.  6481,  July  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
Rockford  Electric  Co.,  Re   (111.  P.U.R.1917F,  196)    P.U.R.1917F,  209. 
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Rockford  Gaslight  &  Coke  Co.,  Re      (HI.  No.  5870,  AprU  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Rockingham  County  Light  &  P.  Co.  r.  Flynn   (N.  H.  D-424,  Aug.  2, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  937. 
Rock  Island,  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1063. 
Rock  Island  Southern  R.  System,  Re   (IlL  No.  6966,  May  14,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
Rockland,  S.  T.  &  St.  G.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  R.  R.  294.1,  Aug.  24,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  963. 
Rockland,  T.  &  C.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  C.  No.  4,  Nov.  16,  1915) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1095. 
Rockport  Waterworks  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3311,  Sept  11,  1917)   P.UJR. 

1917F,  955. 
Rockville,  Re    (Conn.  Docket  No.  2264,  April  5,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

770. 
RockviUe  Center,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  El-29,  AprU  26,  1917)   P.UJBL 

1917F,  966. 
Rockwood,  Re  (Mich.  X-6929,  Feb.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
Rocky  River  Power  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Docket  No.  2423,  Aug.  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  606. 
Roebling,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5989,  April  26,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  914. 
Rolla  V.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1035,  March 

3a  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  382. 
Rollins  V.  Chicago,  R.  L  &  P.  R.  Co.  (CMcla.  Order  No.  1287,  Cause  No. 

2723,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Rome  &  B.  Auto-Bus  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5958,  April  26, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1008. 
Rome  &  N.  Auto-Bus  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y".  2d  Dist  Case  No.  5967,  April 

26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1009. 
Rome  Gas,  E.  L.  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  EMO,  July  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  956. 
Ronne  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6937,  June  25,  1917)  P.U.IU917E, 

1064. 
Rose,  Re  (Mich.  X-6654,  Feb.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
Roseburg,  Re  (Cr.  F-687,  P.  8.  0.  Or.  Order  No.  282,  Oct  18,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  927. 
Rosenberg  v.  Pacific  Gas  A  E.  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  935,  Jan.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  Co.    (Cal.  Case  No.  935,  Jan.  20>  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  268. 
id.  V.  Pacific  Gas  &  E.  0>.    (Cal.  Case  No.  935,  Jan.  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
Roseville  Teleph.  Co.,'  Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.  4292,  Application  No. 

2797,  May  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1068. 
Roseworth  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-168,  Order  No.  419, 

Feb.  — ,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1078. 
Rosinger  Co.  v.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.    (111.  No.  6638,  June  29, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
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Boss,  Re  (HI.  E-464,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1081. 
id.   (lU.  E-577,  Oct.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1093. 
id.   (111.  E-678,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 
id.   (111.  E-698,  Dec.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 
id.  (IlL  No.  2366,  March  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1102. 
id.   (HI.  E-690,  April  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 
id.   (111.  No.  6683,  May  15,  1917)    P.U.R.I917E,  1035. 
id.   (111.  E-726,  May  »9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,1032. 
id.  V.  Terminal  R.  Asso.    (111.  No.  6685,  June  25,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917E,  1018. 
Roesville  Electric  Light  Co.,  Smith  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 
Rotchford,  Re   (Wyo.  Case  No.  36,  Feb.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1092. 
Rounds  &  P.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Choctaw  Lumber  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No. 
2732,  Order  No.  1202,  Jan.  12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
id.  Dewey  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Rowena  Stone  &,  Sand  Co.  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Pa.  C!k>mplaint 
Docket  No.  410,  July  15,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
id.  V.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  410,  July 
15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1121. 
Ruddell  V.  Thomas  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2503,  Order  No.  1181, 

Not.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  835. 
Rules  &  Regulations,  Re   (La.  Order  No.  2062,  Jan.  16,^1917)   P.U.R. 
1917F,  1023. 
id.  (N.  y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6533,  April  28,  19ir)    P.U.R.1917F,  986. 
Rules  Regulating  Gas,  Electric  &  Water  Service,  Re   (Colo.  Case  No. 

84,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  222. 
Rmnford  Falls  &  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  No.  222,  Jan.  21,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  10. 
Rusk  CJounty  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  June  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1052. 
RusseU  V.  State  Highway  Dept.   (111.  No.  5482,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1055. 
Rust-Owen  Lumber  Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Jan. 

24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1041. 
Rutland  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5966,  April  24,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1104. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6074,  June  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6181,  Aug.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6195,  Sept.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6196,  Sept.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6311,  Nov.  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1119. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6529,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  965. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5962,  May  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

966. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6642,  June  — ,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  991. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6696,  Aug.  2,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

995. 
id.  Sherman  Lumber  Co.  v.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
Sacramento,  Re   (C?al.  Decision  No.  8771,  Application  No.  2518,  Oct. 
7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  382. 
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Sacramento  Gas   Co.,  Re    (Gal.    Application   No.   2990,   Decision  No. 

4383,  June  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 
Sacramento  Transp.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Application  No.  2933,  Consolidated 

Decision  No.   4507,   Aug.   1,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,   1010. 
Sacramento  Valley  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Aston  (U.  S.  C.  C.  A.  1916,  236 

Fed.  698^)    P.U.R.1917D,  10. 
Sacramento  Valley  West  Side  Canal  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4460, 

Application  No.  2978,  July  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  905. 
Sage  V.  Vandalia  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  1509,  July  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P, 

641. 
St.  Albans  Improv.  Asso.  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  1st  Disi.  Case 

No.  2135,  Oct.  26,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 
St.  Clair  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  T-140,  June  26,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1049. 
St.  Croix  Teleph.  Co.,  American  Society  of  Equity  v.    (Wis.)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  215. 
St.  Johnsbury  v.  StUes    (Vt.  No.  820,  Dec.   11,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1077. 
St.   Joseph  v.   St.  Joseph   Gas   Co.    (Mo.   Case  No.   1229,   Sept   17, 

1917)    P.UJ1.1917F,  743. 
St.  Joseph  &  G.  I.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  2839,  July  11, 

1916)  P.U.R,1917A,  1100. 
id.  (Neb.    Application   No.    2864,    Aug.    17,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1100. 
id.   (Neb.    Application   No.    2884,    Aug.    23,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1100. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3079,  May.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
id.  Doniphan  Brick  Works  v.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1100. 
id.  Doniphan  Brick  Works  v.    (Neb.)    P.U.n.l917D,   1027. 
id.  Hasting  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.   (Neb.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 
St.  Joseph   Auto  Car  Line  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D>1106,  Jan.  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1147. 
St.  Joseph  County  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  1402,  July  18, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 

^  Joseph  Gas  Co.,  St.  Joseph  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  743. 

id.  Zeilda  Forsee  Invest.  Co.  v.  (Mo.  Ct.  App.)  P.U.R.1917E,  943. 
St.  Louis  V.  East  St.  Louis,  C.  &  W.  R.  Co.   (lU.  No.  6724,  July  16, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 

St.  Louis  &  H.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1311,  Sept.  26,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1019. 
St.  Louis  &  I.  Belt  R.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6004,  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1088. 
St.  Louis  &  0.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  T-324,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

1004. 
St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Okla.  (^use  No.  2386,  Ordw  No.  1162, 
Oct.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
id.  (Mo.  3  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  664,  P.U.R.1916F,  49,  76,  77)  P.UJL 

1917E,  197. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1156,  Feb.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
id.  Bushnell  v.    (Mo.)    P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
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St  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  Commercial  Club  ▼.   (OklA.)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1107. 
id.  Commercial  Club  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  617. 
id.  Coyle  v.    (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
id.  Dawson  Produce  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.  Depew  v.   (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
id.  Grant  Lumber  Co.  v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
id.  Hale  Halsell  Grocery  Co.  v.    (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
id.  Jordan  ▼.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917E,  899. 
id.  McAlester  Fuel  Co.  v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
id.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.  v.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1075. 
id.  Nelson  v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
id.  Oklahoma,  K.  &  M.  Interurban  R.  Co.  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1062. 
id.  Webb  City  Commercial  Club  v.   (Mo.)   P.U.R.1917E,  867. 
id.  Wellston  y.   (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  E-333,  Dec.  2,  1915)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1078. 
id.   (111.  No.  E-425,  April  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1137. 
id.   (111.  No.  5639,  Jan.   16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1093. 
id.   (111.  Case  No.  4500,  Jan.  24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  16. 
id.   (ni.  No.  5291,  Feb.  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 
id.   (111.  No.  4719,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 
id.  (111.  No.  5381,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1125,  March  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  89L 
id.   (111.  No.  6291,  March  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 
id.   (111.  No.  5803,  and  Ist  Supplemental  Order  No.   5803,  April 

10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1089. 
id.   (111.  No.  6565,  April  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
id.   (111.  No.  6015,  May   14,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  No.  R-318,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1037. 
id.   (111.  No.  6154,  May  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
id.  V.  Clark  Pressed  Brick  Co.    (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Ark.  — , 

192  S.  W.  382)   P.U.R.1917E,  17. 
id.  Ft.  Smith  &  V.  B.  R.  Co.    (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Ark.  — , 

191  S.  W.  902,  903)   P.U.R.1917E,  18. 
id.  Ft.  Smith  &  V.  B.  R.  Co.    (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Ark.  —, 

191  S.  W.  902)   P.U.R.1917F,  616. 
id.  V.  State  (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.  1895,  61  Ark.  9,  31  S.  W.  570)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  895. 
id.  Tioga  Gravel  Co.  v.   (La.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
id.  Yahola  Sand  Co.  v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
St.   Louis   Nat.    Stock   Yards  v.   Illinois   Transfer   R.    Co.    (111.   Case 

Nos.  5705,  5706,  May  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  539. 
id.  V.  Illinois  Transfer  R.  Co.    (HI.  Case  Nos.  5705,  5706,  May 

14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  551. 
St.  Louis,  S.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5820,  Jan.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1102. 
id.   (111.  No.  6373,  March  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1036. 
id.   (111.  No.  5568,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1055. 
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St.  Louie  S.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  6576,  Oct.  23,  1916)  P.UJR,1917B, 
1087. 

id.  (111.  No.  6580,  Nov.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1159. 

id.   (111.  No.  5580,  Nov.  24,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1159. 

id.  Carlinville  Clay  Co.  v.    (IlL)    P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 

id.  Chicago  &  I.  M.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1013. 

id.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.   (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1014. 

id.  Fiflher  v.   (111.)   P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 

id.  V.   Highway   Comra.    (Dl.   No.   6796,   Dec    18,    1916)    P.U.R. 
1917C,  1066. 

id.  Highway  Comrs.  v.   (lU.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 
St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.,  Rolla  v.  (Mo.)  P.U.R.1917D,  382. 
St  Paul  Natural  Gas  &  Oil  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  3366,  Oct.  11,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
St.  Regis  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6919,  March 

1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  914. 
Salem  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  865. 
Salina  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  E-580,  Oct.   23,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1094. 
Saline  Electric  Co.,  Re    (HI.  Case  No.  4926,  May  4,   1916)    P.U.R. 
1917A,  1144. 

id.  (111.  Case  No.  4938,  May  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 

id.  (111.  Case  No.  5016,  May  31,  1916)    P.U.RJL917A,  1145. 

id.  (111.  Case  No.  5374-A,  Sept.  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  197. 

id.  (111.   Nos.  4757,   4758,   ConsoUdated,   Sept.   22,   1916)    P.U.R. 
1917B,  1132. 

id.  (111.  No.  6772,  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1088. 

id.  (111.  No.  5772,  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1136. 

id.  (111.  No.  6779,  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 

id.   (111.  No.  5785,  Jan.  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  994. 

id.  (111.  No.  5785,  Jan.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1001. 

id.  (111.  No.  5785,  Jan.  22,  1917)    P.U.K1917D,  1047. 

id.  (111.  No.  5843,  Jan.  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 

id.  (111.  No.  6850,  March  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1050. 

id.  (Ul.  No.  6846,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 

id.   (111.  No.  6847,  June  11,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 

id.   (Ill-  No.  6848,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 

id.  (HI.  No.  6849,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 

id.  (111.  No.  6850,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1039, 

id.   (111.  No.  6861,  June  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 

id.  (111.  No.  6910,  June  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 

id.  (HI.  No.  6912,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 

id.   (111.  No.  6982,  July  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  954. 

id.   (111.  No.  6844,  July  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 

id.  (111.  No.  7074,  July  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917r,  954. 

id.  (111.  No.  7072,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  955. 
Salmon  River  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6467,  Jan.  9, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1065. 

id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6467,  March  22,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E, 
107L 
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Salmon  River  Power  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5467,  March  22, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  914. 
Salt  Lake  &  U.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Utah,  Permit  No.  8,  Aug.  2,  1917)  P.UJl. 

1917F,  923. 
San  Antonio,  Peters  v.   (Tex.  Civ.  App.)   P.U.R.1917F,  903. 
San  Antonio  &  A.  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Tex.  Circular  No.  5116,  March  1, 
1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1033. 
id.  V.  Mosel    (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1917  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  195  S. 
W.  621)  P.U.R.1917F,  493. 
San  Antonio,  U.  &  G.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Application  24,  Authority  No. 

14,  July  17,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
San  Antonio  Water  Supply  Co.,  Green  v.    (Tex.   Civ.   App.)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  106. 
Sand  Creek  Gas  &  Oil  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2562,  Jan.  12,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E.  1045. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2562,  June  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1045. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2562,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  852. 
Sanders  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  269, 
Dec.  7,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
id.  V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Neb.  Formal  Complaint  No.  209, 
Dec.  7,  1916)  P.U..R.1917E,  894. 
San  Diego,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4294,  Application  No.  2730,  May 

3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 
San  Diego  Consol.  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4093,  Applica- 
tion No.  2661,  Feb.  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1043. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4093,  Application  No.  2661,  Feb.  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  409. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4096,  Application  No.  2661,  Feb.  10,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1043. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2669,  Decision  No.  4098,  Feb.  10,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  455. 
id.   (Cal.    Application   No.   2669,   Decision   4098,   Feb.    10,    1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  641. 
Sandy  River  &  R.  Lakes  R.  Co.,  Re    (Me.  No.  20,  March  7,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1111. 
id.   (Me.  C.  No.  24,  March  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1111. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  289,  Aug.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  976. 
id.   (Me.  R.  R.  320.1,  Oct.  1,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  977. 
San   Francisco,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.    3475,   Application   No.    2232, 
June  30,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1052. 
id.  United  R.  Co.  v.    (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917E,  523. 
San  Francisco-Oakland  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3935^ 
Application  No.  2666,  Dec.  16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1130. 
id.  Hunse  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1109. 
id.  Hunse  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
San  Francisco  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No.  677,  Nov.  10,  1915)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1129. 
Sanguinetti,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  387,  July  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  583. 
Sanitary  Dist.,  Re  (111.  No.  4876-B,  April  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 
id.   (111.  No.  4876-A,  April  7,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 
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Sanitary    Dist.,    Re    (ni.    No.    5427,    Sept.    6,    1916)     P.U.R.1917A, 
1147. 
id.   (111.  Case  No.  6381,  March  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1034. 
San  Joaquin  County,   Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.   3827,   Application   No. 
2389,  Oct.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1052. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3837,  Application  No.  2591,  Nov.  2,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1084. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4092,  Application  No.  2731,  Feb.  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1053. 
id.   (Cal.    Decision    No.    4281,    Application    No.    2556,    April    30, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1012. 
id.  (Cal.    Decision    No.    4281,    Application    No.    2556,    April    30, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  45. 
id.  (Cal.    Decision    No.    4279,    Application    No.    2838,    April    28, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1058. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4349,  Application  No.  2922,  May  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1059. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4562,  Application  No.  3074,  Aug.  21,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  954. 
San  Jose  v.  Southern  P.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4588,  Case  No.  1114» 

Aug.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
San  Jose  Waterworks,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  'No.  4600,  Application  No. 

2892,  Aug.  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
San  Miguel  Interurban  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Application  No.  2776, 

Decision  No.  4401,  June  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1060. 
Santa  Monica  Bay  Home  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.  4611, 

Application  No.  3061,  Sept.  4,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Santa  Monica   Water   Co.,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.   3613,  Application 

No.  2508,  Sept.  1,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1084. 
Santa  Paula  Waterworks,   Re    (Cal.   Decision   No.   4318,   Application 

No.  2832,  May  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1059. 
Saratoga  Stage  Line,  Re    (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5939,  April  12, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1008. 
Sault  Ste.  Marie  &  L.  H.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1081,  Jan.  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1147. 
Sayers  v.  Montpelier  &  W.  River  R.  Co.   (Vt.  No.  479,  Dec.  23,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917D,  383. 
id.  V.  Montpelier  &  W.  River  R.  Co.   (Vt.  No.  479,  Dec.  23,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1022. 
Scarboro  Water  Co.,  Warren  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917E,  146. 
id.  Warren  v.    (Me.)    P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
id.  Warren  v.   (Me.)   P.U.R.1917F,  142. 
Scarsdale,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5076,  July  10,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  952. 
Schell  V.  Polo  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.   (111.  No.  5349,  July  30,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  1011. 
Schenectady  Illuminating  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5604,  Oct. 

10,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1150. 
Schenectady  Power  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5446,  Oct.  6, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1150. 
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Soheaectady  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5473,  Not.  1,  1916) 
P.UJR.1917B,  1162. 
M.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6713,  Aug.  8,  1917)   P.UJt.l917F, 

968. 
Id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  No.  6730,  Aug.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  985. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Diflt.  Case  No.  6748,  Aug.  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
968. 
SchiUing  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Jan.  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 
1108. 
id.  V.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2647,  Order  No. 

1160,  Oct.  21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  462. 
id.  Y.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  £.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2647,  Order  No. 
1160,  Oct.  21,  1916)   P.U.R.1917F,  742. 
SchUfly,  Re  (111.  No.  5844,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1066. 
id.   (111.  No.  6844,  Jan.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1056. 
id.   (111.  No.  6982,  Jan.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 
Schmidt  Bros.  &  Co.  v.  Clayton  &  Delaware  Counties   (Iowa,  Docket 

E-237,  March  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
School  Board  v.  Spokane,  P.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 

183,  F-563,  April  12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,   1082. 
Schreck,  Re    (Mich.  C-7077,  July  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
Schroeder  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1108. 
Schuylkill  R.  Co.,  Shenandoah  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917F,  739. 

id.  Shenandoah  v.    (Pa.)   P.U.R.1917F,  958. 
Scott  V.  Sheridan  County  Electric  Co.   (Wyo.  No.  28,  Oct.  26,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
Scott  Coal  Co.  V.  Wabash  R.  Co.  (IlL  No.  4067,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R: 

1917F,  1003. 
Scott  County  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2671,  Jan.  6,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917B,  1141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2679,  March  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
Scottsville  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 
Case  No.  5607,  Aug.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1114. 
id.  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4265,  Feb. 
13,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1030. 
Scranton  v.  Central  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  261,  July  8, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  893. 

Scribner,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4269,  Application  No.  2799,  April  26, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  904. 

Seaboard  Air  Line  R.  Co.,  Re   (Fla.  Order  No.  534,  File  No.  3812, 

Dec.  9,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1101. 
id.  (Fla.  Otder  No.  636,  File  No.  3860,  Dec   16,   1916)    P.UJR. 

1917B,  1099. 
Seaside,  Re    (Or.  F-630,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  246,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  927. 
Seattle  Pole  &  Pile  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Ck).  (Wash.  No.  4433,  Oct. 

17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
Secondhand,  Empty,  Returned  Carriers,  Re    (Nev.  Investigation  and 

Suspension  Docket  No.  6,  Aug.  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
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Second   Taxing  Dist.,  Re    (Conn.   Docket  No.   2183,   Feb.   16,   19l7> 

P.U.R.1917F,  949. 
Seeleyville  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Forgan  (Ind.  No.  2564,  Dec.  &,  1916)  IMJ.R. 

1917B,  1089. 
Seely  Electric  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6682,  Oct.  10,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 
Sellers  v.  Central  U.  Teleph.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  152,  Oct.  6,  1917)   P.U.R. 

19I7F,  1012. 
Selma  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3270,  Oct.  11,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  911. 
Selma  Twp.,  Re   (Mich.  No.  6556,  Sept.  13,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1056. 
Seymour  &  W.  H.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6131,  Nov.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1133. 
Shafer  Lumber  Co.  v.  Chicago,  I.  &  L.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  2618,  Dec. 

16,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
Shaw  V.  Toledo,  C.  &  O.  R.  Co.   (Ohio,  No.  1119,  June  1,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  900. 
Shawnee  Coal   &  Timber   Co.,  Oklahoma  Fence   Post  Co.  v.    (Okla.) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Shaw  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  U-597,  Oct.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1100. 

id.   (Wis.  Oct.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  463. 
Shaw-Walker  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  No.  T-120,  Dec.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E, 

963. 
Sheboygan  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  July  28,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1063. 
Shelby  v.   Great  Northern  R.   Co.    (Mont.  Docket  No.  667,  Dec.  11, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  896. 

id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.    (Mont.)    P.U.R.1917D,  730. 

id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.    (Mont.)    P.UJR.1917E,  210. 

id.  Public  Service  Commission  v.    (Mont.)    P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 

Shelby  Downard  Asphalt  Co.,  Dewey  Portland  Cement  Co.  y.   (Okla.) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Shelley  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-159,  Order  No.  388, 
Nov.  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
id.  Walters  v.   (Idaho)   P.U.R.1917D,  994. 
Shenandoah  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  628, 
Nov.  17,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1066. 
id.  V.   Schuylkill   R.   Co.    (Pa.   Complaint   Docket   No.   206,   July 

24,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917F,  739. 
id.  V.    Schuylkill   R.    Co.    (Pa.   Complaint   Docket  No.   206,   July 
24,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  958. 
Sheridan  County  Electric  Co.,  Scott  v.    (Wyo.)    P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
Sheridan  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2793,  March  3,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1055. 
Sherman,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6049,  July  24,  1917)    P.UJL 

1917F,  915. 
Sherman  Lumber  Co.,  Re   (N.  T.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5913,  March  28, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  914. 

id.  V.  Rutland  R.  Co.    (N.  Y.  2d  Diat.  Case  No.  6518,  July  31, 
1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1130. 
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ShermerviUe  t.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  6228,  May  14, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1017. 
Shorrard  Power  System,  Re   (HI.  No.  6367,  April  10,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917D,  995. 
id.   (111.  No.  6367,  April  10,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917D,  1001. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  6206-6207,  April  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  996. 
id.   (111.   Nob.   6206-6207,   April   23,    1917)    P.U.R.1917D,    1001. 
id.   (HI.  Nos.  6206-6207,  April  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1053. 
ShUoh  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (111.  No.  6037,  May  14,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1047. 
Shirley  Electric  Cb.,  Re  (Mass.  Dec.  22,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1144. 

id.   (Mass.  March  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1068. 
Shower  v.  Carlisle  Gas  &  Water  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1085,. 

Nov.  15,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  E24. 
Shults  V.  Chesapeake  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2900,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  1018. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  I.  &,  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2909,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1018. 
id.  V.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2903,  June  1,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1018. 
id.  V.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2901,  June  1, 
1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1018. 
Shuster  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  May  3,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917A,  1132. 
Sibley  Warehouse  &  Storage  Co.,  Re  (III  No.  5418-A,  Nov.  23,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
id.   (HI.  No.  6103,  Feb.  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917IJ,  1053, 
id.   (111.  No.  6750,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
Siddell  &  0.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  L-1557,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1138. 
Siegel,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  5986,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1009. 
<  Sierra  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4488,  Application  No.  3051, 

July  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
Sierra  &  S.  F.  Power  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Dectsion  No.  3816,  Application 
No.  2586,  Oct.  24,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1128. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4619,  Application  No.  3045,  Sept.  6,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  907. 
Sierra  R.   Co.,   Re    (CaL   Decision   No.  4167,   Application  No.   2769, 
March  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
id.  Calaveras  County  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1063. 
Sioux  City  Commercial  Club  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (Iowa,  Docket  B-557, 

July  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
Siskiyou  County,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3642,  Application  No.  2496, 

Sept.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1064. 
Siskiyour  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4621,  Application  No. 

3026,  Aug.  7,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Siu,  Fletcher  v.   (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917F,  1010. 

Skaneateles  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  No.  6371,  Dec*  18,  19J6)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1091. 
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Skaneateles  R.   Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.   2d  Dist  No.   6522,  April  21,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
Skelly,  Carson  v.  (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1024. 
Skinner  v.  Erie  R.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  6666,  Jan.  25,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1105. 
Slider,  Southern  R.  Co.  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
Smith,  Re  (111.  No.  5384,  Dec.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1092. 
id.   (lU.  No.  6358,  March  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 
id.   (III.  No.  6649,  May  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  996. 
id.   (111.  No.  6649,  May  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  1128,  May  17,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6031,  May  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 

1077. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4676,  Application  No.  3121,  Aug.  25,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
id.  Arkansas  C.  R.  Co.  v.    (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917E,  894. 
id.  V.   Chicago,   B.  &  Q.  R.   Co.    (Mo.   Case  No.  988,  March   16, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6790,  Dec  18,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1056. 
id.  V.  Pittsburgh,  Ft.  W.   &  C.  R.   Co.    (Ind.   Na   3044,  Oct.  6, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
id.  V.  Rossville  Electrfc  Light  Co.   (lU.  No.  6066,  June  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 
id.  V.  State  (Md.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Md.  — ,  100  Atl.  778)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  902. 
Smith  &  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7056,  Sept.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1017. 
Smith,  B.  &  Co.,  Re  (Philippine,  Case  No.  804,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.UJl. 
1917E,  1046. 
id.   (Philippine,  Case  No.  845,  May  1,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,   1046. 
id.  Director   of   Education   v.    (Philippine)    P.U.R.1917E,   1046. 
Snider,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2633,  Feb.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 
Soda  Butte  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wyo.  Case  No.  38,  Feb.  27,  1917)-  P.U.R. 

1917D,  999. 
Sohlford,  Re  (Cal.  Application  No.  2668,  Feb.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

641. 
Solvang  Water  &  Irrig.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4551,  Application 

No.  2851,  2896,  Aug.  17,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
Solvay  Process  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  No.  6378,  Aug.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1073. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  6378,  Aug.  31,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1074. 
id.   (Mich.  No.  7091,   April  26,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,   1021. 
Sonoma,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3657,  Application  No.  2115,  Sept.  23, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  198. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3657,  Application  No.  2115,  Sept.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  198. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3667,  AppUcation  No.  2115,  Sept.  23,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917E,  200. 
Sonoma  Valley  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4005, 
Application  No.  2313,  Jan.  11,  1917)    P:U.R.1917B,  1131. 
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Sonoma  Vista  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  Ko.  3905,  Application  No. 

2439,  Dec.  2,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
Soo-SnowB  R.   Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-1090,  Jan.   16,   1917)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1147. 
Soo  Terminal  &  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6418-B,  Nov.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
Soo  Terminal  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6102,  Feb.  19,  1917 ) *  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1053. 
id.   (111.  No.   6749,  May  16,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,   1054. 
South  Amboy  v.  Public  Service  Gas  Co.  (N.  J.  March  19,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  943. 
Southampton,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5244,  June  6,  1916)  P.U.R. 

19J7A,  1063. 
South  Brooklyn  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Coney  Island  k  B.  R.  Co.    (N.  Y. 

1st  Dist.  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1113. 
South  Brooklyn  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2159,  Nov.  16, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 

South  Buffalo  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6359,  Dec.  12,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6799,  Dec.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 
1061. 
South  Chicago  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  3798,  Jan.  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1134. 
South  Dakota  Rural  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (S.  D.  No.  2834,  May  9,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  961. 
Id.   (S.  D.  No.  2834,  May  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 
id.   (S.  D.  No.  2834,  May  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  172. 
Southern  Bell  Teleph.  ft  Tel^.  Co.,  Re  (N.  C.  Oct.  28,  1916)   P.U.U. 
1917C,  1099. 
id.   (N.  C.  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 
id.   (Ga.  File  No.  13202,  April  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1047. 
Southern  California  Edison  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4097,  Application 
No.  2743,  Feb.  13,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1131. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4443,  Application  No.  2999,  July  10,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  905. 
id.  Standard  Door  &  Sash  Co.  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  91. 
Southern  California  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3996,  Application 

No.  2682,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3748,  Application 
No.  2542,  Oct.  2,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
id.   (Cal.   Decision   No.   3772,    Application   Nos.   2561,   2562,   Oct. 

9,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1075. 
id.   (Cal.    Decision   No.   3772,   Application   Nos.   2561,   2662,   Oct. 

9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1085. 
id.   (Cal.    Decision    No.    4168,    Application    No.    2752,    March    7. 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  993. 

id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4302,  Application  No.  2542,  May  8,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1058 
id.  Pomona  v.   (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.  Pomona  v.   (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917F,  739. 
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Southern  Idaho  Water  Power  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F^144,  Order 

'  No.  396,  Dec.  12,  1916)    P.UJ1.1917B,  1077. 
Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (111.  Case  No.  4996,  May  18, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1144. 
id.   (111.  No.  6712,  Dec.  18,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 
id.   (111.  No.  6690,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 
id.   (111.  No.  5690,  Jan,  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1088, 
id.   (111.  No.  6690,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1136. 
id.   (111.  No.  5780,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1080. 
id.   (IlL  No.  5780,  Jan.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1089. 
id.   (111.  No.  5780,  Jan.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1136. 
id.   (111.  No.  5823,  Jan.  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 
id.   (111.  No.  5828,  Jan.  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1160. 
id.   (111.  No.  5829,  Jan.  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 
id.   (111.  No.  5822,  Feb.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 
id.   (111.  No.  6800,  Consolidating  Noa.  6801,  5802,  March  16,  191T> 

P.U,R.1917D,  1050. 
id.   (111.  No.  5862,  March  16,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1050. 
id.   (111.  No.  6800,  Consolidating  Nos.  5801,  5802,  April  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1051. 
id.   (111.  No.  6623,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  997. 
id.   (111.  No.  6909,  June  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 
id.   (111.  No.  6838,  July  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  958. 
id.   (111.  No.  6886,  July  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
id.  (111.  No.  6918,  July  31,  1917)    P.UJ1.1917F,  944. 
id.  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  2947,  July  27, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1090. 
Southern  liUnois  R.  &  Power  Co.,  Re   (IlL  No.  6862,  May  17,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 
id.   (111.  No.  5862,  May  17,  1917)   P.U.RJ917D,  1054. 
id.   (111.  T-327,  June  26,   1017)    P.UJt.l917F,  1004. 
Southern  Indiana  Power  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2484,  Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1026. 
Southern  Michigan  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2642,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1044. 
Southern  Michigan  Trucking  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-1137,  June  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1068. 
Southern  New  York  Power  &  R.  Corp.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 
5645,  Oct.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1015. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5676,  Oct.  19,  1916)    P.U.IL1917D, 

1016. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6669,  July,  1917)    P.U.R.1917P,  993. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6691,  July  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
Southern  P.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  116,  F-498,  Aag.  7, 
1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1060. 
id.  (CaL  Decision  No.  3759,  Application  No.  2676^  Oct  4,  1016) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3774,  Application  No.  2683,  Oct  10,  1016) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1128. 
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Southern  P.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  135,  F-625,  Oct.  12, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  136,  F-526,  Oct.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  1061. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  137,  F-n522,  Oct.  19,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3821,  Application  No.  2572,  Oct.  25,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1101.  . 
id.  (Or.  F-516,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  141,  Oct.  28,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1092. 
id.  (Or.  F-516,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  141,  Oct.  28,  1916) 

P.UJ1.1917C,  1115. 
id.  (Or.  F-516,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  141,  Oct.  28,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  897.  ^ 

id.  (Or.  F-615,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  141,  Oct.  28,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  935. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  No.  154,  F-529,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1062. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3972,  Application  No.  2698,  Dec.  30,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1025. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  157,  F-532,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1062. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  158,  F-531,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1062. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Order  No.  159,  F-536,  Jan.  2,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1062. 
id.  (Or.  F-545,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  162,  Jan.  27,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1063. 
id.  (Or.  F-547,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  164,  Feb.  7,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1063. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4089,  Application  No.  2747,  Feb.  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 
id.  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  No.  169,  F-539,  Feb.  14,  1917)  P.U.'R.1917B, 

1124. 
id.  (Cal.  Application  No.  2628,  Decision  No.  4234,  April  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1018. 
id.   (Or.  F-568,  April  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4467,  Application  Nos.  855,  858,  859,  July 

19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  228,  F-551,  F-552,  Aug.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  687. 
id.   (Or.  F-631,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  231,  Aug.  6,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  921. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4526,  Application  No.  2794,  Aug.  10,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
id.  (Or.  F-625,  Consolidated  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  247,  Aug. 

29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  455,   Sept.   14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  916. 
id.  Arizona  Corp.  Commission  v.    (Ariz.)    P.U.R.1917D,   1034. 
id.  Aurora  v.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
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Southern  P.  Co.,  Bowman  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917F,  921. 
id.  Calexico  v.    (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
id.  California  Canneries  Co.  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917E,  253. 
id.  California  Canneries  Co.  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917E,  836. 
id.  California  Packing  Corp.  v.   (CaL)   P.U.R.1917C,  506, 
id.  Cook  V.   (Or.)   P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
id.  Davis  v.   (U.  S.  Diet,  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
id.  Delano  Farm  Bureau  Center  v.   (CaL)   P.U.R.1917E,  21. 
id.  V.  De  Long    (Cal.  Decision  No.   3901,  Application  No.   2574, 

Dec.  2,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  19. 
id.  V.  De  Long    (Cal.  Decision  No.   3901,  Application  No.  2574, 

Dec.  2,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  19. 
id.  Denison  v.    (CaL)   P.U.R.1917F,  969. 

id.  Gilroy    Chamber   of   Commerce  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R,1917C,    1101, 
id.  Meier  v.    (Caf)    P.U.R.1917E,  898. 
id.  Miller  v.    (CaL)    P.U.R.1917C,  1067. 
id.  Modesto  &  E.  Traction  Co.  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917D,  1007. 
id.  Palo  Alto  v.    (CaL)   P.U.R.1917F,  552. 
id.  Palo  Alto  v.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1917F,  553. 
id.  Phoenix  Mill  Co.  v.  (CaL)  P.U.R.1917F,  969. 
id.  Ph<enix  Mill  Co.  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917F,  1019. 
id.  Rice  Asso.  v.    (CaL)    P.U.R.1917A,  1085. 
id.  San  Jose  v.  (CaL)   P.U.R.1917F,  923. 
id.  Standard  Oil  Co.  v.   (CaL)   P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 
id.  V.   State    (Ariz.   Sup.   Ct.   1917,  —  Ariz.  — ,   165  Pac.  .803} 

P.U.R.1917E,  938. 
id.  V.   State    (Ariz.   Sup.   Ct.   1917,  —  Ariz.  — ,  165   Pac.   303^ 

P.U.R.1917F,  262. 
id.  V.   State    (Ariz.  Sup.   Ct.   1917,  —  Ariz.  — ,   165  Pac.   303) 

P.U.R.1917F,  492. 
id.  Stockton  Fire  &  Enamel  Brick  Co.  v.   (CaL)  P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  Stockton  Fire  &  Enamel  Brick  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  15. 
id.  Swanston  &  Son  v.   (CaL)   P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
.id.  Swanston   &   Son  v.    (CaL)    P.U.R.1917E,   22. 
id.  Swanston  &  Son  v.   (CaL)   P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
id.  West  Oakland   Taxpayers  &   Business  Men's  Asso.  v.    (CaL) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1101. 
Southern  Pennsylvania  Traction  Co.  v.  Foxon   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  1151,  March  14,  1917)    P.UJa.l917E,  1009. 
id.  V.  Hartel    (Pa.   Complaint  Docket  No.   1155,  Feb.  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  631. 
id.  V.  Pavillard  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1152,  Feb.  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  631. 
id.  V.   Powers    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1154,  Feb.  26,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  631. 
id.  V.    Rich    (Pa.    Complaint   Docket   No.    1156,    Feb.    26,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  631. 
Southern  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (CaL  Decision  No.  4290,  Application  No.  2828, 

May  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
id.  Pacific  Fibre  &  Retarder  Co.  v.    (CaL)    P.U.R.1917E,  055. 
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Southern  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  4398,  Dec  2,  1915)  P.U.R.1917A,  1134. 
id.   (Ul.  No.  L-1306,  Feb.  17,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1136. 
id,   (Ind.  No.  2244,  Oct.  13,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
id.   (111.  T-244,  Oct.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1099. 
id.   (ni.  No.  6196,  Nov.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1033. 
id.   (111.  No.  4940,  March  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  No8.  6967,  6969,  6970,  May  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  Hardaway  v.   (S.  C.  Sup.  a.)   P.U.R.1917D,  728. 
id.  V.  Hatchett    (Ky.  Sup.   Ct.   1917,   174  Ky.  463,  L.R.A.— ,  — , 

192  S.  W.  694)   P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
id.  Leigh  Banana  Case  Co.  v.   (Ind.)  RU.R,1917D,  1038. 
id.  Mississippi  Commission  v.    (Miss.)    P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
id.  Mississippi  R.  Commission  v.   (Miss.)   P.U.R.1917F,  940. 
id.  Railroad  Commission  v.   (Miss.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1103. 
id.  V.  Slider    (Ind.  No.  2042,  July  18,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
id.  State  ex  rel.  Martin  v.    (Ala.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917A,   1084. 
Southern   Street  R.   Co.,   Re    (111.   No.    6147,  July   13,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1138. 
Southern    Teleph.   &    Teleg.    Co.,    McSparran    v.    (Pa.)    P.U.R.1917E, 

215. 
Southern  Tracjion  Co.,  Re  (lU.  No.  7301,  Oct.  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 
945. 
id.   (111.  No.  7302,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
South  Kingstown,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  321,  Jan.  26,  1917)  P.UJR.1917C,  1081. 
South  San  Francisco  Belt  R.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Application  No.  2824,  De- 
cision No.  4258,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1017. 
South  Shore  Gas  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2290,  March  28, 
1917)  P.U.R1917E,  1072. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3295,  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 
1072. 
South  Shore  Natural  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6732,  Dec.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1092. 
South   Side  Elev.  R.   Co.",   Re    (111.   No.   6579,  Oct.   12,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1917A,  1141. 
Southwestern  BeU  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mo.  Case  No.  1164,  Feb.  19,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1062. 
Sparta  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6232,  July  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1146. 
Spencer  v.  Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  2769,  June  29,  1917) 

P.U.R,1917E,  1014. 
Spokane  v.  Washington  Water  Power  Co.    (Wash.  No.  4009,  Jan.  10, 
1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  267. 
id.  V.  Washington  Water  Power  Co.    (Wash.  No.  4009,  Jan.  10, 
1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  696. 
Spokane,  P.  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  No.  F-476,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 
94,  June  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  184,  F-563,  April  18,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1032. 
id.   (Or.  File  F-688,  Aug.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
id.   (Or.  F-623,  Aug.  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
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Spokane,  P.  A  S.  R.  Co.,  Astoria  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917F,  022. 
id.  Oregon  Ship  Timber  Mills  v.   (Or.)  P.U.R.1917F,  922. 
id.  Oregon-Washington  R.  &  Nav.  Co.  v.    (Or.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R, 

1917F,  173. 
id.  School  Board  v.  (Or.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1082. 
Springfield,  Re  (Or.  F-662,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  269,  Sept.  29,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
Springfield  Commercial  Asso.  v.  Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  2752, 

April  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 
Springfield  Consol.  R.  Co.,  Re   (III  No.  6743,  Nov.  28,  1916)    P.U.R. 
1917B,  1079. 
id.   (111.  No.  6458,  April  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  996. 
id.   (111.  No.  6263,  June  19,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1039. 
Springfield  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re    (IH.  No.  6636,  AprU  4,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917C,  1085. 
id.  (111.  Cas.  No.  4880,  April  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1143. 
id.   (ni.  No.  6985,  July  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  943. 
Springfield  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  Feb.  16,  1917)  P.U.Ra917B,  1144. 
Springfield  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1072,  Feb.  20,  1917 > 

P.U.R.1917B,  1156. 
Springfield  Terminal  R.  Co.,  Re  <I11.  No.  4952,  March  8,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1094. 
Spring  Valley  UtiUties  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  5750,  Dec.  4,  1916)    P.U.R. 
1917B,  1079. 
id.   (111.  No.  6798,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  908. 
Spring  Valley   Water  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.   3970,  Application 
No.  2681,  Dec.  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1130. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3980,  Case  No.  1027,  Jan.  6,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  106. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3980,  Case  No.  1027,  Jan.  6,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917E,  106. 
Springwells   Twp.,  Re    (Mich.   X^659,   Dec.   19,    1916)    P.U.IL1917C, 

1077. 
Squaw  Creek  Irrig.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  U-F-174,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  220, 

Aug.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
Squaw  Island  Freight  Terminal  Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

5665,  May  17,  1917)   P,U.R.1917E,  1076. 
Squirrel  Island  Village  Corp.  v.  Boothbay  Harbor  (Me.  P.  0.  97,  April 

25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  770. 
Stack  Lumber  Co.  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.   (Mich. 
D-1047,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1026. 
id.  V.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.    (Mich.  D-1047, 

March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  v.   Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.    (Mich.  D-1047, 
March  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
Stacy  &  B.  Rural  Teleph.  Line,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  F-178,  Order  No. 

462,  Oct.  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1011. 
Staley,  Re   (Mich.  D-1176,  July  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  912. 
Stamford,  Re    (Conn.   Docket  No.  2189,  Jan.  4,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 
1012. 
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Stamford,  Re   (Oonn.  Docket  Na  2266,  AprU  5,  1017)    P.UJR.1917C, 

1109. 
Standard  Chair  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  388,  Oct.  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  240. 
Standard  Door  ft  Sash  Co.  ▼.  Southern  California  Edison  Co.    (Cal. 
Decision   No.   4238,   Case  No.    1046,   April   9,   1917)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  91. 
Standard  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Diet.  Case  No.  5791,  Dec. 
28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1083. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Now  5792,  Dec.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1083. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5821,  Dec.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1083. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6864,  Feb.  13,  1917)   P.UJE1.1917D, 
999. 
Standard  Oil  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4164,  Application  No.  2777, 
March  7,  1917)   P.UJ1.1917D,  1044. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  Co.    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4076,  Case  No.   1028, 
Feb.  1,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 
Standard  Slag  Co.  v.  Norfolk  &  W.  R.  Co.   (Ohio,  No.  906,  Jan.  19, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1123. 
Stanislaus  County,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3897,  Application  No.  2344, 

Nov.  25,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1052. 
Stark  Coimty  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Henry  Teleph.  Co.   (111.  No.  6251,  March 

7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
Star  Taxicab  &  Transfer  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1082,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1146. 
Star  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  July  25,  1917)  P.UJR.1917F,  1013. 
State  ex  rel.  Martin  v.  Alabama  G.  S.  R.  Co.    (Ala.  Sup.  Ct  1916, 
—  Ala.  — ,  72  So.  497)  P.U.R.1917A,  1084. 
id.  Atchison,  T.  ft  S.  P.  R.  Co.  v.   (Okla.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E, 

938. 
id.  V.  Boston  ft  M.  R.  Co.   (N.  H.  D-423,  July  24,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  918. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (N.  D.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  N.  D. 

— ,  163  N.  W.  730)  P.U.R.1917F,  553. 
id.  ex  rel.  St.  Joseph  Water  Co.  ▼.  Eastin    (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.  1917, 

_  :^Io.  — ,  192  S.  W.  1006)  P.U.R.1917F,  27. 
id.  V.  Edwards   (Mo.  Sup.  Ct.  1891,  109  Mo.  316,  19  S.  W.  91) 

P.U.R.1917E,   895. 
id.  V.  Enid,  0.  ft  W.  R.  Co.    (Tex.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Tex.  — , 

191  8.  W.  560)   P.U.R.1917E,  51. 
id.  V.  Ferry  Line  Auto  Bus  Co.   (Wash.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  93  Wash. 

614,  619,  161  Pac.  467)   P.U.R.1917F,  903. 
id.  Ft.  Worth  ft  D.  C.  R.  Co.  v.   (Tex.  Civ.  App.)   P.U.R.1917E, 

894. 
id.  ex  rel.  Bristow  v.  Landon  (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  100  Kan.  593, 

165  Pac.  1111)   P.U.R.1917F,  616. 
id.  ex  rel.   Bristow  v.   Landon    (Kan.   Sup.  Ct.   1917,  100  Kan. 
593,  165  Pac.  1111)  P.U.R.1917F,  739. 
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State  ex  rel.  Martin  v.  Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  (Ala.  Sap.  Ct.  1916,  — 

Ala.  — ,  72  So.  494)  P.U.R.1917A,  1084. 
id.  ex  rel.  Milwaukee  v.  Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  (Wis. 

Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Wis.  — ,  161  N.  W.  745)  P.U.R.1917E,  269. 
id.  T.  New  Haven  &  N.  Co.   (Conn.  Sup.  Ct  1870,  37  Conn.  163) 

P.U.R.1917E,  895. 
id.  ex  rel.  Puget  Sound  &  W.  H.  R.  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co. 

(Wash.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  —  Wash.  — ,  161  Pac.   850)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  246. 
id.  ex   rel.   Wabash   R.   Co.   v.   Public  Service   Commission    (Mo. 

Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Mo.  — ,  196  S.  W.  369)   P.U.R.1917F,  220. 
id.  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  v.   (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E, 

895. 
id.  Smith  v.  (Md.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  902. 
id.  Southern  P.  Co.  v.    (Ariz.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.U.R.1917E,  938, 
id.  Southern  P.  Co.  v.   (Ariz.  Sup.  Ct.)    P.UJ1.1917F,  262. 
id.  Southern  P.  Co.  v.  (Ariz.  Sup.  Ct)  P.U.R.1917F,  492. 
id.  ex   rel.   Martin  v.   Southern  R.   Co.    (Ala.   Sup.  Ct.   1916,  — 

Ala.  — ,  72  So.  497)  P.U.R.1917A,  1084. 
State  Commission  of  Highways,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  4252, 

May  10,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1058. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  4485,  May  10,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1058. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6088,  May  10,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1065. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  4106,  June  6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1066. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  4107,  June  6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1066. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6496,  June  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1063. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  2909,  June  8,  1916)    P.UJt.l917A. 

1066. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  6088,  June  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1058. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  2485,  July  11,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1067. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2937,  July  18,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1067. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  5081,  July  26,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1068. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  5088,  Aug.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1069. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4611,  Sept  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1063. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  2772,  Sept  12,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1069. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  4252,  Sept  1^  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1059. 
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State  Commissian  of  Highways,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4535, 

Sept  12,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1059. 
id,  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4773,  Sept.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1069. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4268,  Sept.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1059. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3791,  Oct.   19,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C; 

1069. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4106,  Oct.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1069. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4107,  Oct.  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1069. 
Id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3974,  Oct.  24,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1065. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4108,  Dec.  12,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1070. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5801,  Dec.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1071. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  3792,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1072. 
id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4611,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1061. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4114,  Jan.  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1072. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5081,  Jan.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1072. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4108,  Jan.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1062. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4535,  Jan.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1072. 
id.  <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5605,  Jan.  30,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1073. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5660,  March  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1022. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5608,  March  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1010. 
id.  ($r.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4611,  April  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

553. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5991,  Aug.  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

920. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2916,  Aug.  29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 

930. 
f>tate  Corp.  Commission  v.  Arizona  &  N.  M.  R.  Co.    (Cause  No.   16, 

June  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1101. 
State  Highway  Comrs.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4485,  May  24, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 
State   Highway   Dept.,   Re    (Pa.   Application   No.    117-1916)    Feb.   5, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1066. 
id.  Russell  V.  (111.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1055. 
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Staten  Island  Rapid  Transit  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  T.  2d  Dist.  No.  6921,  AprU 

6,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.  (N.  Y.  Isfc  Dist.  Case  No.  2164,  Nov.  16,  1916)   P.UJELIDITB, 

1092. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6321,  Nov.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,,  1119. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6350,  Dec.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 
Btaten  Island  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  1679,  April  4,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
State  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Alton  ft  a  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6729, 

March  22,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917E,  898. 
id.  V.  Alton  ft  S.  R.  R.   (IlL  No.  6729,  March  22,  1917)   P.UJL 

1917C,  1110. 
id.  V.  Atchison,  T.  ft  S.  F.  R.  Co.   {HI.  Supplemental  Order  No. 

2996,  June  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  970. 
id.  V.  Baltimore  ft  0.  6.  W.  R.  Co.   (IlL  No.  3306,  May  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
id.  V.  Chicago  ft  A.  R.  Co.  (HI.  No.  6678,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1074. 
id.  V.  Chicago  ft  E.  L  R,  Co.  (Dl.  No.  4689,  AprU  9,  1917)  P.UJl. 

1917F,  932. 
id.  V.   Chicago  ft  E.  I.  R.   Co.    (lU.  No.  8077,  April  23,  1917  > 

P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 
id.  V.  Chicago  ft  E.  I.  R.   Co.    (HI.  No.   8891,  April  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  V.  Chicago  ft  N.  W.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  6787,  Nov.  24,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1064. 
id.  V.  Chicago  ft  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  6787,  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1010. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  3431,  April  26,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  6419,  Dec.  4,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co!  (lU.  No.  6312,  Dec.  12,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1010. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  R.  I.  ft  P.  R.  Co.   (lU.  No.  3784,  Nov.  10,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
id.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.  v.   (IlL)   P.UJ1.1917A,  1064. 
id.  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.    (lU.  No.  6696,  Sept.  28, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1070. 
id.  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.    (IlL  No.  6696,  Oct.  23, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1074. 

id.  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.   (DL  No.  3073,  AprU  26, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 

id.  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (IlL  Ist  Supp.  3391,  April 

26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  V.  Elgin,  J.  ft  E.  R.  Co.   (IlL  No.  3432,  June  9,  1916)   P.UJL 

1917  A,  1127. 
id.  V.  Elgin,  J.  ft  E.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  3432,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.UJL 

1917C,  1093. 
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State  Publio  Utilities  CommiAsion  v.  Illinois  Cent.  T^raetion  Co.   (111. 

No.  4665,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  246. 
id.  V.  Illinois- Cent.  Traction  Co.    (111.  No.  4665,  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  247. 
id.  V.  IlUnois  Cent.  Traction  Co.    (lU.  No.  4656,  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  247. 
id.  V.  Illinois  Cent.  Traction  Co.    (IlL  No.  4665,  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  247. 
id.  V.  Illinws  Cent.  Traction  Co.    (HL  No.  4656,  Dec.  27,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  248. 
id.  ex  rd.  Wabash  R.  Co.  v.  Illinois   C.   R.  Co.    (111.  Sup.  Ct. 

1916,  274  ni.  36,  P.U.R.1916P,  910,  113  N.  E.  162)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  564. 

id.  V.  Lake  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Dl.  No.  4298,  May  7,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1024. 
id.  ex  reL   Cameron  v.  Lake  Erie  &  W.   R.   Co.    (111.   Sup.   Ct. 

1917,  277  lU.  674,  116  N.  E.  619)  P.U.R.1917E,  381. 

id.  ex  rel.  Cameron  v.  Lake  Erie  k  W.  R.  Co.  (111.  Sup.  Ct.  1917, 

277  ni.  574,  116  N.  E.  519)    P.U.R.1917E,  944. 
id.  v.  Northern  Illinois  Water  Co.  (111.  No.  5600,  June  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
id.  V.  Northern  Illinois  Water  Co.  (111.  No.  6600,  June  28,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  146. 
id.  V.  Pifer  Teleph.  C^.    (lU.  No.  6721,  July  16,  1917)    P.UJt. 

1917E,  1048. 
id.  V.  Toledo,  St.  L.  A  W.  R.  Co.   (111.  2d  Supp.  8391,  April  26, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
id.  V.  Vandalia  R.   Co.    (111.  No.   3069,   April  26,   1917)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  1004. 
id.  V.   Vandalia  R.  Co.    (lU.  No.   3072,  April  26,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  1004. 
Staunton  Gas  Co.,  Re    (lU.  No.  6960,  June  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E, 
1043. 
id.  (111.  No.  6960,  July  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
Steam  Launch  San  Pablo,  Re    (Philippine,   Case  No.  883,  Aug.   14, 

1917)   P.U.R,1917F,  916. 
Steam  Rail  Carriers,  Re    (111.  Special  Permission  No.  R-1632,  May 

14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1024. 
Steed,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5853,  March   1,  1917)    P.UJt. 

1917E,  1008. 
Steinacker  v.  New  York  Edison  Co.   (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.  Case  No.  2165, 

Jan.  26,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Stekifleld's  Sons,  Re   (N.  H.  D.-435,  Order  No.  681,  Sept.  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  919. 
Stephenson  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.   (Ind.  No.  2284,  Nov.  25,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  893. 
Sterling  v.  Crawford  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No. 

1366,  April  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  892. 
Sterling  Water  Co.,  Re   (Dl.  No.  6030,  March  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D, 
1048. 
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Stevinson,  Stevinson  Water  Users*  Asso.  v.   (Cal.)   P.U.R.1917E,  530, 
Stevineon  Water  Users*  Asso.  v.  Stevinson    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4222^ 

Case  No.  856,  March  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  539. 
Stewart- Warner  Speedometer  Corp.,  Re  (IlL  No.  6694,  Oct.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.i917E,  1033. 
Stiles,  St.  Johnsbury  v.   (Vt.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1077. 
Stillman  Valley  Electric  Co.,  Re    (lU.  No.   6162,   March  15,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1048. 
Stocking,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6068,  July  26,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  902. 
Stockton  Fire  &  Enamel  Brick  Co.  y.  Southern  P.  Co.   (Cal.  Decision 

No.  3778,  Case  No.  968,  Oct.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.   Co.    (Wis.  Decision  No.  3778,  Case  No.  968, 

Oct.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  16. 
Stockton  Terminal  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3824,  Appli- 
cation No.  2584,  Oct.  26,  1916)   P^U.R.1917B,  1129. 
id.  (Cal.  Case  No.  1085,  Decision  No.  4406,  June  18,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1033. 
id.  Central  California  Traction  Co.  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1069. 
Stonington,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2005,  July  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1070. 
Strable  Lumber  &  Salt  C.  v.  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.  (Mich.  I.  ft  S.  D-1086, 

Dec.  a,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
Stratford  v.  Mt.  Union  Water  Co.    (Pa.  Complaint  Dodcet  No.  1340, 

May  22,   1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1057. 
Streamer  v.  Denver  &  I.  R.  Co.  (Colo..  Case  No.  130,  June  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  695. 
Streckfus  S.  B.  Line,  Re  (111.  No.  6758,  May  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

1023. 
Street  R.  Extensions,  Re  (D.  C.  Order  No.  219,  P.U.C.  No.  2344,  May 

28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
Strong,  Re  (Mich.  X-6703,  Nov.  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
Strontia   Springs    Sanitarium   Co.   v.   Colorado   &   S.    R.    Co.    (Cola 

Case  No.  78,  Aug.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
Strum  Teleph,  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  April  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  210. 
id.   (Wis.  April  34,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 
id.  (Wis.  April  14, 1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  964. 
id.   (Wis.  April  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1051. 
Sturgis  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-309,  April  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1061- 
Stutzman,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3796,  Application  No.  2589,  Oct.  18, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1085. 

Suckow,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3003,  July  14,  1917)  P.UJEL1917E,  1055. 
Suffolk  Gas  &  E.  L.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  Case  No.  3238,  March  28, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1072. 

Sugar  Land  R.  Co.,  Re  (Tex.  Application  No.  24,  Authority  No.  19» 

Sept.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
SuUivan  County  Electric  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  2615)  P.UJL1917B,  109a 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2615)  P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 

id.   (Ind.  No.  2616,  Dec.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1140. 

id.  (Ind.  No.  2616,  Dec.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1141. 
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Sullivan  County  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2615,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1141. 
Sulphur  V.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2639,  Order 

No.  1282,  May  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  698. 
Sunderland  Bros.  Co.  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.   (Neb.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  — 

Neb.  — ,  162  N.  W.  494)   P.U.R.1917E,  898. 
Sunset  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3959,  Applicaticm 

No.  2304,  Dec.  29,  1915)    P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
Superior   Water    Asso.,    Re    (Ariz.    Docket   No.    419,    Sept.    6,    1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  904. 
Supplement  No.  3,  Re  (Tex.  Sept.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1001. 
Surprise  Valley  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3932, 

Application   No.   2348,   Dec.   13,   1916)    P.U.R.1917B,   3130. 
Suspension   and   Investigation   of   Schedules,  Re    (Mo.   Case   No.   572, 

Dec.  22,  1915)   P.U.R.1917A,  1097. 
id.   (Mo.  Case  No.  572,  Dec.  22,  1915)    P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
Suspension  &  Investigation  of  Schedules  &  Tariffs,  Re   (Mo.  Case  No. 

1206,  July  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  978. 
Suspension  of  Interstate  Rates,  Re  (Colo.  General  Order  No.  20,  Oct. 

5,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1086. 
Sutton  V.  Coal  &  Coke  R.  Co.    (W.  Va.  Case  No.  469,  Formal  Com- 
plaint No.  69,  Dec.  1,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1115. 
Swanston  &  Son  v.  Southern  P.  O).   (Cal.  Case  No.  997,  Decision  No. 

4123,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  14. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  Co.'  (Cal.  Case  No.  997,  Decision  No*  4123,  Feb. 

21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  22. 
id.  V.  Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.  Case  No.  997,  Decision  No.  4123,  Feb. 

21,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
Swartwout  v.  Port  Jervis  Teleph.  Co.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6035, 

Aug.  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1015. 
Swift  &  Bryson  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Iowa,  Docket  No. 

A-1812,  Aug.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
Swift  &  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  4088,  May  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1037. 
Syracuse,  B.  &  N.  Y.  R.  Co.,  Westchester  P.  Ins.  Co.  v.   (N.  Y.  Sup. 

Ct.  Sp.  T.)  P.U.R.1917E,  720. 
Syracuse  Lighting  C^o,  Re    (N.  Y:   2d   Dist.   Case  No.  5596,  Oct.   31, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1152. 

Syracuse,  L.  S.  &  N.   R,   Co.,  Re    (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.   6622,  June, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  966. 

System  of  Accounts  for  Teleph.  Cos.,  Re    (Mich.   D-1140,  March  29, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  901. 
Table  Rock   Brick  &  Material   Co.,   Re    (Neb.   Application  No.   3090, 

April  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1063. 
Taft,  Re   (III.  No.  6427,  March  5,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1034. 
Tarp  V.  Good  Service  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2501,  Order  No. 

1175,  Nov.  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Tarrant  Foundry  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7084,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

952. 
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Tayabas  Light  &  P.  Ck).,  Re  (Philippine,  Case  No.  856,  April  11,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1026. 
TaylorviUe  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  5193,  Oct.  18,  19161   P.U.R, 

1917A,  1064. 
Tayman,   Re    (D.   C.   Order   No.   198,   P.  U.   C.  No.   2227,  Dec  27, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917E,  1007. 
Tehama  County,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3403,  Application  No.  2263, 
June  6,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4465,  Application  No.  2845,  July  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4518,  Application  No.  3002,  Aug.  6,  1917) 
P.U.R.19i7F,  916. 
Telephone  Exch.  Radius,  Re  (Fla,  Order  No.  544,  File  No.  T-178,  Jan. 

29,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1096. 
Telephone  Service  Co.,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-173,  Order  No.  425, 

March  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  994. 
Temple  Mill.  Co.  v.  Arizona  Eastern  R.  Co.    (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  814 
and  342,  May  27,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1084. 
id.  v.  Arizona  Eastern  R.  Co.   (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  314  and  342, 
May  27,  1916,  Rehearing  denied  June  26,  1916)  P.U.R1917A, 
1084. 
id.  v.  Arizona  Eastern  R.  0>.   (Ariz.  Docket  Nos.  314  and  342, 
May  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1084. 
Terminal  Allowances  of  Various  Carriers,  Indiana  Intrastate  Traffic, 

Re  (Ind.  Feb.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1095. 
Terminal  R.  Asso.,  Re   (Dl.  No.  5996,  July  31,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 
972. 
id.  East  St.  Louis  Stone  Co.  v.    (IlL)    P.U.R.1917E,  212. 
id.  Ross  V.   (lU.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1018. 
Terra  Cotta  Tile  Co.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  5702, 

June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  971. 
Terre  Haute  A  P.  R.  Co.,  R«  (lU.  No.  5036,  June  21,  1916)   P.U.R. 
1917  A,  1053.. 
id.   (111.  No.  5160,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1132. 
Teire  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3396,  Sept.  28,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
id.  Bledsoe  v.    (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
id.  Cock  V.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.  Commercial  Club  v.   (Ind.)   P.UJt.l917F,  955. 
Terrell,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2107,  Dec.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1056. 
Terry,  Re    (Conn.  Docket  No.   2275,  March  13,   1917)    P.UJL1917C, 

1116. 
Texas  &  M.  R.  Co.,  Re   (Tex.  Application  No.  87,  Authority  No.  66, 

May  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1122. 
Texas  &  P.   R.   Co.,  Re    (Tex.  Application  No.  551,  June  6,   1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  (Tex.  Application  No.  553,  Authority  No.  432,  June  12,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1123. 
id.  (La.  Order  No.  2009,  No.  2500,  June  20,  1916)   P.UJ1.1917A, 
1094. 
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Texas  Sl  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (La.  No.  2666,  July  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  887. 
id.  (Tex.  Application  No.  664,  July  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1000. 
id.  (Tex.  AppUcation  No.  664,  Aug.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1001. 
id.  V.  American  Tie  &  Timber  Co.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1914,  234  U.  S. 
138,  68  L.  ed.  1266,  34  Sup.  a.  Rep.  885)  P.U.R.1917D,  728. 
Id.  Railroad  Commission  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1917B,  1023. 
Texas  Mexican  R.  Co.,  Re    (Tex.  Application  No.  90,  Authority  No. 

68,  Aug.  21,  1917)    P.U.R.1917P,  1001. 
Texas  Prairie  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Oak  Grove  Home  Teleph.  CJo.   (Mo.  Case 
No.  940,  Oct.  26,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  216. 
id.  V.  Oak  Grove  Home  Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  940,  Oct.  25, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  961. 
id.  V.  Oak  Grove  Home  Teleph.  Co.   (Mo.  Case  No.  940,  Oct.  26^ 

1916)  P.U.R.1917F,   738. 

Texas   State   R.   Co.,  Re    (Tex.   Circular  No.   6166,  Aug.   29,   1917 i 

P.U.R.1917F,  1001. 
Thiailkill  v.  Portola  Water  Co.  (CaL  Case  No.  960,  Decision  No.  3722, 

Sept,  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  199. 
id.  v.  Portola  Water  Co.   (Cal.  Case  No.  960,  Decision  No.  3722, 

Sept.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  270. 
Thief  River  Falls  v.  Tri-8tote  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Minn.  March  19, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  mo. 

Thomas,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  401,  July  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1017. 
Thomas  Teleph.  Co.,  Ruddell  v.    (Okla.)   P.U.R.1917E,  835. 
Thompson,  Re    (Mich.   X-6712,  Nov.   29,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C,   1069. 
id.  V.  Manchester  Traction,  Light  &  P.  Co.  (N.  H.  Sup.  Ct.  1917, 

—  N.  H.  — ,  101  Atl.  21t)  P.U.R.1917F,  940. 
id.  v.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.   Co.    (Okla.   Cause  No.  2998,  Order 

No.  1303,  Aug.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
Thompson  Ice  Cream  Co.  v.  Osage  &  O.  Co.    (Okla.  Order  No.  1186, 

Cause  Nos.   2622,   2675,  Nov.  27,   1916)    P.U.R.1917F,   1021. 
Thomson  &  T.  Spice  Co.,  Re   (ID.  No.  6916,  June  29,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1035. 
Thornapple  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re    (Mich.  D-937,  Jan.  4,  1917)    P.U.R 

1917B,  1146. 
Thurmon  Spring  Water  Supply  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6167,  March  13,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1048. 
Tidewater  Southern  R.  CJo.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3480,  Application 

No.  2307,  June  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1051. 
id.  (Cal.  Application  No.  2604,  Decision  No.  3931,  Dec.  13,  1916). 

P.U,R.1917D,  1042. 
id.   (Cal.  Application  No.  2604,  Decision  No.  3931,  Dec.  13,  1916 > 

P.U.R.1917E,  719. 
Tillamook,  Re  (Or.  F-637,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  224,  Aug.  4,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  926. 
Tilton,  Wabash  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1074. 
Tinney  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.    (Okla.  Cause  No.  2580,  Order 

No.  1141,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1106. 
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Tioga  Gravel  Co.  v.  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Go.  (La.  No.  2499,  Order 

No.  1996,  May  23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1128. 
Tishomingo  y.  Tishomingo  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.    (Okla,  Cause  No. 

3024,  Order  No.  1334,  Oct.  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  967. 
Tishomingo  Electric  Light  ft  P.   Co.,  Tishomingo  v.    (Okla.)    P.U.R. 

1917F,  967. 
Title  Guarantee  ft  T.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3984,  Application  No. 
2706,  Jan.  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1086. 
id.  Eshelman  v.    (Cal.)    P.U.R.1917F,  143. 
Titus  V.  Chicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.'dlL  No.  6206,  Dec.  18,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1074. 
Toeker  Storage  ft  Forwarding  Co.,  Re   (111.  No.  6747,  May  15,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
Toledo,  Re    (Or.  F-636,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  223,  Aug.  4,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  926. 
Toledo  ft  0.   C.   R.  Co.,  Re    (Ohio,  No.  1005,  Dec.  4,  1916)    P.U.R, 

1917B,  1154. 
Toledo,  C.  ft  O.  R.  Co.,  Shaw  v.   (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  900. 
Toledo,   P.   ft   W.   R.   Co.,  Re    (III.   L-1744,   Sept.  22,   19 W)    P.U.R. 
1917  A,  1140. 
id.  (111.  No.  5489,  Sept.  22,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 
id.  (lU.  No.  5369,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1133. 
id.  (111.  No.  5658,  Dec.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D,  1010. 
id.   (III.  No.  6249^  March  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
id.  (111.  No.  6309,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1035. 
id.   (111.  Nos.  5971  and  5972,  May  14,  1017)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.   (111.  T-339,  July  31,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  968. 
id.  (111.  No.  7095,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
Toledo,  St.  L.  ft  W.  R.  Co.,  Re    (111.  E-364,  Jan.  6,  1916)    P.UJL 
1917A,  1079. 
id.   (111.  E-379,  Feb.  2,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1079. 
id.  (IlL  E-383,  Feb.  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1079. 
;  id.   (111.   E-386,   Feb.   2,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A,   1079. 

id.   (111.  E-429,  April  5,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1080. 
id.  (111.  No.  5968,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  Batchelor  v.   (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.  Blair  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
id.  Highway  Comrs.  v.    (111.)    P.U.R.1917A,  1055. 
id.  State  Public  UtUities  Commission  v.  (IlL)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 
Tomahawk  Light,  Teleph.  ft  Improv.  Co.,   Re    (Wis.  May  26,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  1052. 
id.   (Wis.  May  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1062. 
Twiib  River   Electric  Co.,   Re    (N.   J.   May   28,   1917)    P.U.R.1917D, 

1066. 
Tomlinson,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2816,  Feb.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
Tomlinson  ft  Colby,  Re   (Me.  U-160)    P.U.R.1017B,  1091. 

id.   (Me.  U-160)    P.U.R.1917B,  1142. 
Tonn,  Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.  v.   (Ark.  Sup.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917D, 
729. 
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Tooker   Storage  ft  Forwarding   Co.,   Re    (111.   No.   54ia-E,   Nov.   23, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 

id.   (ID.  No.  6097,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1053. 

id,  (111.  No.  6676,  May  14,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1054. 
Topale,  Re  (Ariz,  Dodcet  No.  390,  July  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F.  1017. 
Torrington  v.  Torrington  Water  Co.  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2421,  July  24, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 

Torrington  Water  Co.,  Torrington  v.  (Conn.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
Town  Board  &  Town  Superintendent  of  Highways,  Re    (N.  Y.  Case 

No.  6507,  Nov.  8,  1916)    P.U.R.1917D,  247. 
Townsend  v.  Walters   (Ohio,  No.  1103)   P.U.R.1917E,  86. 
Tractioiv  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No,  2719,  March  3,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  738. 
Tracy  Development  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4039,  Oct.  31, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1161. 
Traders  Oil  Co.,  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  4163,  Application  No.  2634, 

March  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  641. 
Trafton  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  95,  Oct.  24,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1039. 
Trans-Mississippi    Terminal   R.    Co.,    Re    (La.    No.    2639,    Order    No. 

2088,  April  10,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917C,  1103. 
id.  Matthews  ft  Sons  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021, 
Traverse  Bays  Teleph.  Co,,  Re   (Mich.  D-1143,  June  7,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1067. 
id.   (Mich.  T-144,  Sept.  27,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1013. 
Traverse  City  v.  Citizens'  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct  1917,  —  Mich. 

— ,  161  N.  W.  983)   P.U.R.1917E,  962. 
id.  V.  Citizens  Tekph.  Co.  (Mich.  Sup.  Ct  —  Mich.  — ,  161  N.  W. 

983)   P.U.R.1917F,  166. 
Treat  ft  Crawford,  Re   (Ohio,  No.  890,  Nov.  13,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1093. 
Tregaskis,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3635,  Application  No.  2491,  Sept. 

11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  1055. 
Ttt&kUm  V.  Trenton  ft  M.  C.  Tiraction  Corp.  (N.  J.  Oct.  24,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917A,  548. 
Trenton  ft  M.  C.  TVaction  Corp.,  Trenton  v.    (N.  J.)    P.U.R.1917A, 

648. 
Tri-Ci^  R.  Co.  v.  Davenport,  R.  I.  ft  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (111.  No.  5688,  Nov. 

28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1066. 
Tri  County  Exp.  Co.,  Re  (111.  Nos.  6605,  6606,  March  7,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  994. 
Trinity  Gold  Min.  ft  Reduction  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4131,  Ap- 
plication No.  2731,  Feb.  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
Triplitt,  Re  (PhUippine,  Case  No.  858,  April  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1046. 
Tri-State  Teleph.  ft  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Dec.  U,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1091. 
id.  (Minn.  June  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  912. 
id.  (Minn.  June  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  912. 
id.  Thief  River  Falls  v.   (Minn.)   P.U.R.19nC,  1116. 
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Tropico  City  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  8981,  Applicatioii  No. 

2660,  Jan.  6,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1087. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3981,  Application  No.  2660,  Jan.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1131. 
id.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3981,  Application  No.  2660,  Jan.  6,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  721. 
Trout,  Re  (Mich.  X-3032,  Feb.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1078. 
Troy  &  G.  R.  Asso.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6627,  Oct.  5,  1M6) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1150. 
Troy  Union  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6820,  May  16,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1078. 
Truck  Farmers  &  Growers  i^.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  (La.  No.  2669,  Jan.  16, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1110. 
Trump,  Re  (Mich.  D-276,  Feb.  21,  1917)   P.UR.lOnC,  1079. 
Tucker,  Re  (111.  No.  6667,  June  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  908. 
Tugunga  Water  k  Power  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decisicm  No.  4476,  Application 

No.  3030,  July  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
Tulare  County^  Re    (Cal.  Decision  No.  3719,   Application  Nos.  2176, 

2461,  2466-2468,  Sept.  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1052. 
id.   (Cal.   Decision   No.   3763,   Application   Nos.   2462-2466,  2409, 

2471,  Oct.  4,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1061. 
Tulsa  Glass  Co.  y.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2802, 

Order  No.  1239,  Feb.  16,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 
Tulsa  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Oklahoma  Union  R.  Co.  (Okia.  Cause  No.  2934, 

Order  No.  1326,  Sept.  14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
Tumbull  V.  Chicago,  P.  k  St.  L.  R.  Co.    (111.  No.  6567,  March  20, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1094. 
Turner,  Re    (Cal.   Decision  No.  3906,  Applieation  No.  2438,  Dec.  2, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 

id.  (Or.  F-670,  P.  S.  O.  Or.  Order  No.  266,  Sept.  29,  1917)  P.UH. 

1917F,  928. 
id.  V.  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  ^  Conn.  — ,  101  AtL 

88)    P.U.R.1917F,  738. 
id.  ▼.  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  —  Conn.  — ,  101  Atl. 

88,  91)   P.U.R.1917F,  861. 
id.  V.  Plain  Teleph.  Co.   (Wis.  Feb.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.19170,  1119. 
fTumer  Bros.  Transfer  Co.,  Re  (Mich.  D-1094,  Jan.  12,  1017)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1146. 
Tuthill   Warehouse  &   Forwarding   Co.,   Re    (111.   No.   6856,   Feb.   19, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 

Twin  City  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7079,  Sept.  24,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  1017. 
Twining,  Miflard  &  Rice  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Caae 

No.  6706,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917Fv  986. 
Twin  State  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U.  No.  171,  Jan.  2,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917B,  1091. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-347,  Order  No.  613,  March  4,  1917)    P.UJR.1917D, 

1064. 
id.   (N.  H.  D-386,  Order  No.  609,  March  14,  1917)   P.UR.1917D, 

998. 
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Twin  Village  Water  Co.,  Re  (Me,  U-227,  Oct.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

911. 
T^yte  V.  Blue  River  Teleph.   Co.    (Okk.   Cause  No.  2846,  Order  No. 

1264,  April  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  633. 
U.  B.  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1043,  Jan.  22,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1156. 
Ulrich  Mfg.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6660,  Feb.  12,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1093. 
Ulster  &  D.  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5992,  May  4,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917  A,  1106. 
id.   (X.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6693,  May  22,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6390,  Jan.  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1028. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6632,  June,   1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  966. 
Unadilla  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6474,  March  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  984. 
Union,  Re   (Or.  F-647,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  260,  Sept.  28,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  927. 
Union  City  Electric  Co.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2915,   May  25,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917E,  1065. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3410,  Sept.  29,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  965. 
Union  City  Teleph.   Co.,  Re    (Ohio,  No.  972,  Nov.   10,   1916)    P.U.R. 

1917B,  1092. 
Union  Club,  Re  (Mich.  X-6780,  Jan.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1077. 
Union  Gas  &  E.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  1024,  Dec  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E, 
1045. 
id.  (111.  No.  6006,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.Ra917E,  1042. 
id.   (111.  No*  6024,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1042, 
id.   (111.  No.  2151,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1137. 
id.  (IlL  No.  6024,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1042. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  564,  Jan.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Union  Grove  v.  Union  Grove  Water  Co.   (Wis.  June  28,  1917)   P.U.R. 
1917B,  955, 
id.  V.    Union    Grove    Water    Co.    (Wis.    June    28,    1917)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  144. 
Union  Grove  Water  Co.,  Union  Grove  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  955. 

id.  Union  Grove  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  144. 
Union   P.   R.    Co.,   Re    (Neb.   Application   No.   3003,   Feb.   17,   1917) 
P.U.R.1917B,  1112. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2718,    May    16,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1099. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2750,    May    16,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1099. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2761,    May    16,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1009. 
id.   (Neb.    Application   No.    2622,    May    17,    1916)     P.U.R.1917A, 

1129. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2786,    June    7,    1916)     P.U.R.1917A, 

1099. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2787,    June    7,    1916)     P.U.R.1917A, 
1129. 
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Union  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Neb.  Applicatren  No.  2799,  Jmie  14,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1099. 
id.  (Neb.    Application    No.    2726,    June   30,    1916) 


1129. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2834,    Aug.    17,   1916) 

1100. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2871,    Aug.    23,    1916) 

1100. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2872,    Aug. 


P.U.R.1017A, 

P.U.R.1917A, 

P.UJ1.1917A, 

23,    1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 


id. 


1100. 
(Neb. 
1101. 


Application    No.    2888,    Aug.    31,    1916)    P.U.R.191TA, 


id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2916,  Oct.  7,  1916)   P.U.I^.1917C,  1096. 
id.    (Neb.    Application    No.    2930,    Oct.    26,    1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 

1096. 
id.  (Neb.    Application    No.    2931,    Oct.    26,    1916)    P.U.R.1917B, 

1111. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2938,  Nov.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1111. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  2967,  Dec.  7,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1112. 
id.   (Neb.    Application    No.    2958,    Dec.    12,    1916)    P.UJL1917B, 

1112. 
id.  (Kan.  Docket  No.  1763,  Jan.  12,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3156,  July  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  980. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3148,  July  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  980. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3161,  July  21,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  980. 
id,  (Neb.  Application  No.  3176,  July  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  980. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3182,  July  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3178,  Aug.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3220,  Aug.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3219,  Sept.  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1008. 
id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3262,  Sept.  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  981. 
id.  Bonfils  v.    (Colo.)   P.U.R.1917F,  951. 
id.  Lincoln  Commercial  Club  v.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917F,  979. 
id.  y.  Public  Utilities  Commission   (Kan.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  —  Kan. 

— ,  158  Pac.  863)   P.U.R.1917A,  1076. 
id.  Wilson  v.   (Neb.)   P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
Union  Stock  Yards  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.   3082,  April   19, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Union  Teleph.  Co.,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No.  3122,  June  12,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1049. 
Uniontown  v.  Pennsylyania  R.  Co.   (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1168, 

July  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1020. 
Union  Traction  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2664,  March  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1038. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  3131,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
id.  Aaron  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.  V.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  (Do.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2981,  Order 

No.  1321,  Aug.  28,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  998. 
id.  Davis  v.   (Ind.)   P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
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Union  Traction  Co.  v.  Leke  Erie  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  1702,  July  28, 

1916)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1149. 
Union  Trangp.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 

id.  (N.  J.  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1016. 
United  Commercial  Travelers  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Dec. 

22,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1116. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.    (Wis.  Dec.  22,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  896, 
United  Electric  Light  ft  Water  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  1979,  July 

27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1142. 
United  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  121,  F-486,  Aug.  31, 

1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1060. 
id.  V.  San  Francisco  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.  1917,  239  Fed.  987)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  623. 

United  States,  Brown  Drug  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Dist.  (^.)  P.U.R.1917F,  668. 

id.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  211. 

id.  McLean  Lumber  Co.  v.   (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)   P.U.R.1917E,  14. 

id.  McLean  Lumber  Co.  v.  (U.  S.  Dist.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917E,  835. 

United  States  ft  M.  Trust  C^.  v.  Kansas  City,  M.  ft  0.  R.  Co.   (U.  S. 

Dist  Ct.  1917,  240  Fed.  505)  P.U.R.1917F,  91. 
United  States  Crushed  Stone  Co.  v.  Baltimore  ft  0.  Terminal  R.  Co. 

(Dl.  No.  4674,  April  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  932. 
United  States  Fuel^Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6997,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1014. 
United  States  Lock  ft  Hardware  Co.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Commission 

(Pa.    Complaint    Docket   No.    1078,   Nov.    16,    1916)    P.U.R. 

1917D,  730. 
United  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  Case  No.  6772,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  73. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6428,  Feb.  23,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
Universal  Power  Co.,  Re   (Mich.  D-984,  Jan.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1147. 
Urbana  ft  C.  R.  Gas  ft  E.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  6788,  Nov.  27,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  210. 
id.   (111.  No.  6674,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1038. 
id.   (111.  No.  6664,  May  7,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  1053. 
Urbana  Light,  Heat  ft  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6735,  May  23,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1038. 
Utah  Power  ft  Light  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-176,  Order  No.  427, 

April  15,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  994. 
Utica,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  609,  Dec.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1071. 
id.  V.  New  York  State  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5659,  Jan. 

25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1044. 
Utica  ft  B.  River  R.  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case 

No.  5336,  May  31,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1076. 
Valentine  ft  Valentine,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3043,  July  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1056. 
Valley  ft  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  126,  F-512,  Sept.  23, 

1916)    P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
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Valley  &  S.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or,  Order  No.  127,  F-613,  Sept 
23,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
id.   (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  128,  F-614,  Sept.  23,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1061. 
Valley  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  25,  Dec.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 

956. 
Valley  Natural  Gaa  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4485,  Application  No. 

2620,  July  27,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
Valley  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3576,  Application  No. 

1246,  Aug.  12,  1916)  P.tJJl.l917B,  1127, 
Valley  Smokeless  Coal  Co.  v.   Pennsylvania  R.   Co.    (Pa.   Complaint 
Docket  No.  1027,  March  6,  1917)  P.tJ.R.1917E,  213. 
id.  V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1027,  Aug. 
14,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1022. 
Valley  Terminal  R.  Co.  v.  Alton  &  S.  R.  Co.   (111.  No,  7066,  July  30, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
id.  V.  lUinois  C.   R.   Co.    (111.  No.   7084,  July  31,  1917)    P.U.R. 
1917F,  917. 
Van  Buren,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2821,  Feb.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1142. 
Van  Buren  Bridge  Co.  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  No.  81,  Jam 

10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Van  Buren  Light  &  P.  Co.  Re    (Me.  F.  C.  No.  37,  June  14,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917F,  215. 
id.   (Me.  F.  C.  No.  37,  June  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  432. 
Vandalia    R.    Co.,   Re    (Ind.   No.   2341,   July    1,   1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1128. 
id.   (111.  T-247,  Nov.  10,  1916)    P.U.R.1917B,  1100. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2648,  Dec.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
id.  (111.  No.  4779,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1103. 
id.   (111.  No.  5988,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  ,1056. 
id.   (111.  No.  5989,  Jan.  9,  1917)    P.U.R.1917C,  1056. 
id.   (111.  No.  6043,  Jan.  9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1057. 
id.   (111.  No.  5008,  Feb.  20,  1917)    P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2720,  March  3,  1917)    P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
id.  (Ind.   R.    R.    C.    83-198,    No.    2854,   April   20,    1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1018. 
id.   (lU.  Nos.  5963-5965,  May  14,  1917)    P.TJ.R.1917F,  962. 
id.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.   {HI)   P.U.R.1917A,  1053. 
id.  Sage  V.   (Ind.)    P.U.R.1917F,  641. 

id.  State  Public  Utilities  CommUsion  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1004. 
Van  Dyke  v.  Geary  (U.  S.  Sup.  Ct.  1917,  244  U.  S.  39,  61  L.  ed.  973. 
37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  483)   P.U.R.1017E,  539. 
id.  V.  Geary  (U.  S.  Sup.  a.  1917,  244  U.  S.  39,  61  L.  ed.  973,  37 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  483)   P.U.R.1917F,  852. 
Various  Railroad  Corporations,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  0337,  Dec.  4, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
Id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6551,  May  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  987. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6658,  May  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  988. 
id,  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6668,  May  8,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F, 
988. 
i  — - —  II 
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Various  Railroad  Corporations,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6569,  May  8, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  988. 
id,   <N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6514,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1009. 
Various  Railroads  Operating  in  Nebraska,  Re    (Neb.  Application  No. 

2873,  Oct.  7,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
Vassalboro,  C.  &,  W.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re   (Me.  U.  No.  146,  March  13, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1057. 
Venice,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4188,  Application  No.  2722,  March  16, 

1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 
Venner  v.  New  York  C.  &  H.  R.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  App.  Div.  1917,  —  App. 

Div.  — ,  164  N.  Y.  Supp.  626)    P.U.R.1917E,  410. 
Verde  Squaw  Copper  Min.  Ck>.,  Re  (Ariz.  Permit  No.  1004,  InveBtment 

Co.  No.  683,  Feb.  20,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1127. 
Vermilion    County   Teleph.    Co.,   Re    (111.    No.    6620,   Dec.   27,   1916) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1008. 
id.   (111.  No.  6113,  Feb.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1013. 
Vermillion,  Re   (111.  No.  5154,  Dec.  27,  1916)   P.U.R.1017B,  1088. 
Vermillion   Mut.   Teleph.    Co.,   Re    (111.   No.    5865,   March   26,   1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1050. 
Vickers  v.  Chet^  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Wis.  July  30,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

957. 
Vidcaburg,  S.  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (La.  No.  2673,  Order  No.  2127,  Sept. 

11,  1917)    P.U.R.1917F,  974. 
id.  Louisiana  Sand,  Gravel  &  Constr.  Co.  v.    (La.)    P.U.R.1917A, 

1095. 
Vigo  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.,  Re    (Ind.  No.  2954,  May  22,  1917)    P.U.R, 

1917E,  1065. 
Viking  Club  v,  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  Nov.  29,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917E,  893. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  O.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Nov.  29,  1916)  P.U.R* 

1917E,  894. 
Vincennes  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3040,  June  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1025. 
Vincennes  Water  Supply  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2775,  Oct.  «,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  948. 
Vincents  Siding  &  Vicinity  v.  Yazoo  &  M.  Valley  R.  Co.    (Miss.  No. 

4330,  Nov.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1103.  ; 

Vinopal  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1109. 
Violation  of  Rule  No,  8,  Re  (Fla.  Order  No.  647,  File  No.  3842,  Fetfc. 

9,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1023. 
Virginia  &  R.  L.  Co.  v.  Duluth,  M.  &  N.  R.  Co.   (Minn.  A-2081,  June 

22,  1917)  P.U.IL1917F,  977. 
Viroqua  v.  Viroqua  Electric  Light  Co.  (Wis.  Jan.  17, 1917)  P.U.R J917C, 

1087. 
Viroqua  Electric  light  Co.,  Viroqua  v.  (Wis.)  P,U.R.1917C,  1087. 
Vrooman,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5746,  Dec.  12,  1916)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1008. 

For  Table  of  Cases  Digested,  see  ante,  pp,  667'~508, 
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Wabash,  C.  9^  W.  R.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5474,  Sept.  22, 1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1140. 

id.  (111.  No.  4891,  Dec.  29, 1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1092. 
Wabash  Gas  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6527,  April  23,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  105£. 

id.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  (lU.)  P.U.R.1917E,  270. 

id.  Public  UtiUties  Commisaion  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1045. 
Wabash  R.  Co.,  Re  (HI.  T-190,  May  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  108T, 

id.  (111.  T-193,  May  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 

id.  (111.  T-194,  May  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1087. 

id.  (111.  T-203,  June  9,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1088. 

id.  (111.  T-208,  June  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  108«. 

id.  (111.  T-227,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1091. 

id.  (111.  No.  4916,  Aug.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1091. 

id.  (111.  E-525,  Sept.  22,  3916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (IlL  E-638,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (111.  E-560,  Sept  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1083. 

id.  (III.  No.  4502,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1140. 

id.  (111.  L-1124,  Oct.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (lU.  No.  Lr-1203,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (111.  L-1791,  Oct.  5,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1141. 

id.  (DL  E-588,  Oct.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.  (111.  E-613,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 

id.  (111.  E-619,  Dec.  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 

id.  (111.  No.  5170,  Dec.  29, 1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 

id.  (III.  E-632,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1096. 

id.  (III.  E-635,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1097. 

id.  (111.  E-636,  Jan.  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1097. 

id.  (111.  T-260,  Jan.  24,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1104. 

id.  (111.  No.  5064,  Feb.  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1106. 

id.  (111.  No.  6180,  Feb.  6,  3917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1110. 

id.  (III.  E-644,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1098. 

id.  (111.  E-646,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1098. 

id.  (111.  E-669,  Feb.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1098. 

id.  (111.  T-274,  Feb.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 

id.  (HI.  No.  5686,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 

id.  (111.  No.  5994,  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1107. 

id.  (lU.  T-271.  Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1108. 

id.   (111.  T-289,  March  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1019. 

id.   (111.  No.  T-295,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 

id.   (III.  E-700,  April  4,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.  (111.  No.  E-702,  April  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1030. 

id.   (111.  No.  T-314,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1022. 

id.   (III.  No.  T-314,  April  25,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 

id.   (111.  No.  6289,  April  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1023. 

id.   (Mich.  No.  6941,  April  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1015. 

id.   (111.  Nos.  5973-5977,  May  14,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  962. 

id.  (III.  T-323,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  970. 

id.   (111.  L-2265,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  942. 

id.   (111.  No.  7069,  July  31, 1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  1020. 

id.  Clear  Lake  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1055. 

Far  Table  of  CoBes  JHgeated,  see  ante,  pp.  507— 5|l«. 
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Wabaali  R.  Ca  y.  Manhattaa  (HI.  No.  4368,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1070. 
id.  V.  Manhattan  (III  No.  4638,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1070. 
id.  Scott  Coal  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917F,  1003. 
id.  Stephenson  v.  (Ind.)  P.U.R.1917E,  893. 
id.  Taylorville  v.  (HI.)  P.UJ1.1917A,  1064. 
Id.  V.  Tilton  (111.  No.  4741,  Oct.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1074. 
Wabash  Valley  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2617,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1090. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2617,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1090. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2617,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.UJ1.1917B,  1141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  2617,  Dec.  30,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1141. 
id.  (Ind.  No.  2617,  Dec.  30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1141. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  3343,  Sept.  7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  955. 
Wackenhut  v.  Empire  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct.  Eq.  T.  1917,  166 

N.  Y.  Supp.  29)  P.U.R.1917F,  738. 
Wading  River  Branch  v.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Cases  Nos. 

5816,  6816,  Feb.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1114. 
Waite  V.  Grizzly  Electric  Co.   (Cal.  Decision  No.  3952,  Case  No.  942, 

Dec.  26,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
Wakarusa,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3293,  Sept.  8,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1018. 
Wakarnsa  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  3380,  Oct.  6,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F, 

911. 
Wakem  &  McLaughlin,  Re  (lU.  No.  6096,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 
1053. 
id.  (m.  No.  6764,  May  15,  1917)    P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
id.   (III.  No.  5418-J,  Nov.  23,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
Wakonda  Teleph.  Co.,  Londahl  v.  (S.  D.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Walapai  Lighting  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  354,  Oct.  28,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917D,  161. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  354,  Oct.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917D,  271. 
id.  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  364,  Oct.  28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  720. 
id.   (Ariz.  Docket  No.  354,  Oct.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  901. 
Walden,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2776,  May  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1065. 
fd.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  2776,  Nov.  20,  1916)    P.U.R.1917C, 
1070. 
Waldren,  Re  (Mich.  X-6609,  Dec.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917C,  1059. 
Walker,  Re  (Kan.  Docket  No.  1749,  AprU  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  911. 
id.  v.  Harrah  Teleph.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  8026,  Order  No.  1315, 
Aug.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Wallkill  Valley  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  Na 

5827,  Feb.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  999. 
Walters  v.  Shelley  Light  &  P.  Co.   (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-164,  Order  No. 
428,  April  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  994. 
id.  Townsend  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917E,  85. 
Walton  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6824,  June  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1064. 
Wander  k  Sons'  Chemical  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5789,  Dec. 
6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 

Far  Table  of  Caaea  Digested,  see  antCp  pp,  ^07— 5P^. 
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Wander  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7048,  July  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P,  962. 
Warburton,  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.   (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1080. 
Wardlow  v.  Andrews   (Tex.  Civ.  App.  1915,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  180 

S.  W.  1161)  P.U.R.1917A,  1126. 
Ware  &  B.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1693,  March  29,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1044. 
Warner,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5959,  April  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1009. 
Warren,  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1070. 

id.  v.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2961,  Order 

No.  1290,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  689. 
id.  V.  Scarboro  Water  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  87,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  146. 
id.  V.  Scarboro  Water  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  87,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  146. 
id.  V.  Scarboro  Water  Co.  (Me  F.  C.  No.  87,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  270. 
id.  V.  Scarboro  Water  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  87,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917F,  142. 
Warren  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U.  No.  178,  Jan.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B, 

1143. 
Warrenton,  Re  (Or.  F-633,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  176,  March  16,  1917) 

P.U.Ra917C,  1063. 
Warsaw,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  277,  July  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 
1067. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  277,  July  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1067. 
Washington  &  C.  Valley  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  H.  Order  No.  602,  Feb.  9, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1092. 
id.   (N.  H.  Order  No.  602,  Feb.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1149. 
Washington  k  M.  R.  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  Order  No.  199,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2283, 
Jan.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1017. 
id.  (D.  C.  Order  No.  199,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2283,  Jan.  26,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  1046. 
Washington  &  O.  D.  R.  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  Order  No.  205,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2286^ 

Formal  Ca^e  No.  68,  March  21,  1917)  P.UJ1.1917C,  1109. 
Washington  Gaslight  Co.,  Re  (D.  C.  Order  No.  201,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2265, 
Feb.  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1000. 
id.  (D.  C.  Formal  Case  No.  56,  Order  No.  209,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917P,  704. 
id.  (D.  C.  Order  No.  214,  P.  U.  C.  No.  2331,  May  4,  1917)  P.UJt. 

1917D,  1001. 
id.   (D.  C.  Order  No.  216,  P.  U.  C.  No.  1176,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  1046. 
Washington,  Johnson  &  Muscatine  Counties,  Iowa  Electric  Ok),  v.  (Iowa) 

P.U.R.1017B,  1081. 
Washington  Water  Power  Co.,  Re  (Idaho,  Case  No.  231,  Order  No.  421, 
March  10,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  936. 
id.  Spokane  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917E,  267. 
id.  Spokane  v.  (Wash.)  P.U.R.1917F,  696. 
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Waterloo  Woolen  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Geneva,  S.  P.  &  A.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Pist. 

Case  No.  5761,  March. 22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1044. 
Waterman,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3903,  Application  Na  2442,  Dec.  2, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1065. 

Water  Power  Light  Co.  Clayman  v.  (Ma)  P.UJl,1917C,  1086. 
Watertown,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Diet.  Case  No,  4966,  May  10,  1917)   P.U.iL 

1917E,  1022. 
Watertown  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  April  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1003. 
Watertown  Water  Co.,  Re  (Conn.  Docket  No.  2123,  Oct.  18,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1087. 
Water  Users  Asso.  v.  Yolo  Water  &  P.  Co.  (Cal.  Decision  No,  4426,  Case 

No.  1011,  June  26,  1917)  P.UJia917F,  694. 
WatervUle  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  T.  &  T.  125,  May  7, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1060. 

Wauk^gan  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (111.  No.  6603,  Nov.  23,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1065. 
Waupaca  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co. 

(Wis.  Sept.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1132. 
Wausau  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Aug.  23,  1917)  P.I7.R.1917F,  959. 
Wausaukee  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Nov.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  269. 

,    id.   (Wis.  Nov.  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  963. 
Wauwatosa  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  Feb.  23,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1082. 
Waverly  Oil  Works  O.  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket 

No.  481,  Jan.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1124. 
Wayne  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  4419,  Oct.  10,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1150. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  T.  &  T.  119,  Jan.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C, 

1099. 
Waynetown  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Ind.  No.  1099,  March  3,  1917)    P.U.R. 

1917E,  1048. 
id.   (Ind.  No.  1099,  March  3,  1917,  65  C.  L.  1218)  P.U.R.1917F,  432. 
Webb  (^ty  Commercial  Club  v.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Ci).    (Mo.  1914, 

1  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  334)  P.U.R.1917E,  367. 
Wedum  Lumber  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R»  (^.  (Mont.  Docket  No.  522,  Re- 
port and  Order  No.  162,  May  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1098. 
Week's  Mills  Water  System,  Re   (Me.  U-168,  Nov.  24,  1916)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  933. 
Weil  &  Sons  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  —  Wis.  R.  C.  R. 

— ,  May  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  386. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  —  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  — ,  May 

19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917P,  1022. 
Weinberg,  Re  (III,  No.  6806,  May  29,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  908. 
Weldenhamer  v.  Mountain  Water  Co.  (N.  J.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1033, 

Sept.  21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  41. 
id.  V.  Mountain  Water  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  Na  1083,  Sept. 

21,  1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  165. 
Wellington  &  N.  Special  Road  Dist.  v.  Misaoufi  P.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  Caae 

Na  1085,  Dec.  11,  1916,  4  Ma  P.  S.  C   R.  697)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1060. 
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Wellington  &  N.  Special  Road  Dist.  y.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  CasQ  No. 

1085,  Dec.  11,  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  697)  P.U.R,1917D,  380. 

id.  y.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.  Case  No.  1085,  Dec.  11,  1916,  4  Mo. 

P.  S.  C.  R.  697)  P.U.R.1917E,  1021. 

Wells,  Ft.  Worth  &  D.  C.  R.  Co.  y.  (Tex.  Ciy.  App.)  P.U.R.1917E,  214. 

Wells  Fargo  &  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4298,  Application  No.  2836, 

May  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041, 
Wellston  y.  St.  Louis  &>  S.  F.  R.  Co.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2736,  Order  No. 

1222,  Jan.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Wellsyille  &  B.  R.  Corp.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6071,  June  19,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6075,  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
Wenatchee  Commercial  Club  y.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  1678, 

Noy.  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  21. 
Worte  &  Co.  y.  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2608,  Jan. 

20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
West  y.  Asbury  Park  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  —  N.  J.  L.  — ,  99  Ati.  190) 
P.U.R.1917E,  381. 
id.  y.  Asbury  Park  (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  89  N.  J.  L.  402,  99  Atl. 
190)  P.U.R.1917F,  902. 
Westchester  Electric  R.  Co.,  Herrmann  v.  (N.  Y.  1st  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

961. 
Westchester  F.  Ins.  Co.  y.  Syracuse,  B.  ft  N.  Y.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  Sup.  Ct. 
Sp.  T.  1916)  97  Misc.  471,  161  N.  Y.  Supp.  759)  P.U.R.1917i:, 
720. 
Westchester  Lighting  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  G-9,  April  7,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1043. 
Westchester  Street  R.  Co.,  Ciyic  Club  y.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

939. 
West  End  Water  Co.,  Re  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  497,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917E,  199. 
id.   (W.  Va.  Case  No.  497,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  199. 
id.  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  497,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  216. 
id.   (W.  Va.  Case  No.  497,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  224. 
id.  (W.  Va.  Case  No.  497,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  144. 
Western  Demurrage  ft  Storage  Bureau,  Re  (Iowa,  Docket  D-770,  Dec. 
28,  1916)   P.U.R.1917E,  19. 
id.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2771,  Order  No.  1219,  Jan.  20,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917C,  1091. 

id.  (La.  Order  No.  2098,  No.  2650,  June  5,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1006. 

id.  (Neb.  Application  No.  3091,  June  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1007. 

id.  (Okla.  Cause  No.  2771,  Order  No.  1297,  July  10,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1009. 

Western  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  F-300,  March  1,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1009. 
Western  Illinois  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.. No.  6077,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917B,  1089. 
Id.  (111.  No.  6077,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1139. 
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W«steni  lllmms  Teleph.  Co^  Re  (lU.  No.  6303,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R. 
1917D,  1007. 
id.  (111.  No.  6675,  May  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1002. 
Weatern  Indiana  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2618,  July  14,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  817. 
Western  Maine  Power  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U.  No.  181,  Jan.  31,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1143. 
Weatern  Natural  Gaa  Co.,  Nunn  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  62. 

Id.  Nunn  v,  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917E,  943. 
Western  New  York  &  P.  R.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6622, 

March  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1011. 
Western  New  Yoric  &  P.  Traction  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6609, 

May  31,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  990. 
Western  Ohio  R.  Co.,  Dayton  &  T.  E.  R.  Co.  v.  (Ohio)  P.U.R.1917F,  173. 
Western  Pine  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  (Wash.  No.  4360,  May  1, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 
Western  State  Gas  ft  £.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Application  Na  1998,  Nov.  6, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917F,  741. 
id.  FaUcv.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  741. 
Western  States  Gas  &  £.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  ApplicaUon  No.  1998,  Nov.  6, 
1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
id.  (Cal.  AppUcation  No.  1998,  Nov.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
id.  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4066,  Application  No.  2646,  Jan.  30,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917B,  1076. 
id.  (CaL  AK>lieation  No.  2711,  Decision  No.  4183,  March  16, 1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1044. 
id.  (Cal.  AppUcation  No.  2711,  Decision  No.  4183,  March  16,  1917) 

P.UJ1.1917E,  269. 
id.  (CaL  Application  No.  2711,  Decision  No.  4183,  March  16,  1917) 

P.UJU1917E,  720. 
id.  Falk  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1083. 
id.  Falk  v.  (Cal.)  P.UJ1.1917E,  1041. 
Western  Sullivan  Tdeg.  ft  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No. 

6278,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1075. 
Western  Trunk  Lines,  Re   (111.  T-218,  July  28,  1916)    P.U.R.1917A, 
1090. 
id.  (111.  No.  6998,  March  26,  1917)  P.U.R,1917F,  962. 
id.  (111.  T-300,  March  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1021. 
Western  United  Gas  ft  £.  Co.,  Re  (111.  £-664,  Sept.  22,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917  A,  1083. 
id.   (111.  No.  5740,  Dec.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1135. 
id.  (111.  No.  6053,  Jan.  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917B,  1137. 
id.   (111.  No.  6436,  March  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1060. 
id.  (IlL  Case  No.  6676,  May  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
id.  (111.  No.  6885,  June  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1062. 
id.  (lU.  Docket  No.  6143,  June  18,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 
Western  U.  Teleg.  Co.,  Re  (IlL  No.  6212,  Feb.  21,  1917)  P.UJt.l917D, 
1007. 
id.  (lU,  No.  6473,  March  22,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1012. 
id.  Public  Service  Commission  Co.  v.  (Mont.)  P.U.R.1917F,  172. 
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Westfield  v.  Westfield  Mill  &  Electnc  Light  Co.  (Wis.  Mareh  »,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917C,  1088. 
id.  V.  Westfield  Mill  &  Electric  Light  Co.   (Wis.  March  9,  1917) 
P.U.R.1917E,  545. 
Westfield  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  March  8,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1100. 
Westfield-Kansas  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Coles  County  Teleph.  k  Teleg.  Co.  (111. 

No.  6447,  July  16,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  947. 
Westfield  Mill  &  Electric  Light  Co.,  Westfield  v.   (Wis.)   P.U.R.1917C, 
1088. 
id,  Westfield  v.   (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  545. 
West  Frankfort,  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  (111.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1064. 
West  Jersey  &  S.  S.  R.  Co.,  Elwood  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  (N.  J.)  P.XT.R.1917F, 
920. 
id.  MiUville  v.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  926. 

id.  Woodstown  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  (N.  J.)  P.UJ1.1917F,  926. 
West  Miner  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (S.  D.  Order  No.  2735,  Aug.  18, 1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1015. 
Westmoreland  Water  Co.,  Cunningham  v.  (Pa.)  P.U.R.1917D,  478. 
West  Oakland  Taxpayers  &  Business  Men's  Assa  ▼.  Soutiiem  P.  Co« 
(Cal.  Decision  No.  4056,  Case  No.  952,  Jan.  25,  1917)  P.UJL 
1917C,  1101. 
Weetport,  Re   (Conn.  Docket  No.  1962,  June  19,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A, 

1052. 
Westport  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  «136,  July  50,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  960. 
West  San  Joaquin  Valley  Water  Co.,  Ro  (Cal.  Decision  No.  4633,  Ap- 
plication No.  3034,  Aug.  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  906. 
West  Shore,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  P.  S.  C.  Nos.  X-W.  S.  22  and  X-W.  S. 
23,  and  Supplement  No.  9,  to  P.  S.  0.  No.  X-W.  a  17,  Nov. 
4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1090. 
West  Shore  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5915,  April  6,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  1102. 
id.   (N.  Y,  2d  Dist.  No.  5920,  April  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1102. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5948,  April  19,  19l6)  P.U.R.1917A,  1103. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5953,  April  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6968,  April  27,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1104. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5977,  April  29,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1105. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5986,  May  2,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  5998,  May  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1106. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6013,  May  15,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1107. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6043,  June  1,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1108. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  DUt.  No.  6058,  June  13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1100. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6067,  June  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1110. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6112,  July  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6115,  July  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6144,  Aug.  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6153,  Aug.  14,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1116. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6174,  Aug.  22,  1916)  P.U.R.1017A,  1116. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dfet.  No.  6187,  Aug.  31,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
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West  Shore  R.  Ca,  Be  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6189,  Bej^t  2,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1»17A,  1117. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6100,  Sept.  2,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1117. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Noi  6201,  Sept.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917A,  1118. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6240,  Oct.  6,  191«)  P.U.R.ini7B,  1113. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6248,  Oct.  11,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6253,  Oct.  17,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1114. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6287,  Nov.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1116. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6314,  Nov.  25,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1118. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  '6347,  Dec.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6348,  Dec.  8,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B;  1121. 
id.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6349,  Dec.  8,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B,  1121. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Diflt.  No.  6365,  Dec.  16,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1122. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6426,  Feb.  19,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1031. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  6453,  March  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  983. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist  No.  6555,  May  8,  1917)  P.U.R.i917F,  987. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No*  6662,  July,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  992. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6705,  Aug.  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  995. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Now  6746,  Aug.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  997. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6750,  Aug.  30,  1917)    P.U,R.1917F, 
997. 
West  Side  Warehouse  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  5418-H,  Nov.  23,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1088. 
id.   (111.  No.  6104,  Feb.  19,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1063. 
id.   (111.  No.  6752,  May  15,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1054. 
West  Virginia  Pulp  &  Paper  Co.  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist. 
Case  No.  4893,  Jan.  18,  1916,  rehearing  denied  Feb.  15,  1916) 
P.U.R.1917A,  1129. 
Weymouth,  Re  (Me.  1-234,  Sept.  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  956. 

id.   (Me.  C.  No.  33,  Oct.  1,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  945. 
Weymouth  Light  *  P.  Co^  Re  (Mass.  June  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1066. 
Wheeler  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  May  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1017. 

Wheeling  &  L.  E.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  I.  &  S.  Docket  No.  18,  April  20, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  17. 

id.   (Ohio,  I.  &  S.  Docket  No.  18,  April  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  18. 

id.  (Ohio,  I.  ft  S.  Docket  No.  18,  AprU  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  21: 

Whitaker-Clessner  Co.  v.  Norfolk  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Ohio,  No.  583,  July  24, 

1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1120. 
White,  Re   (Mich.  O7077,  June  28,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1015. 

id.  V.  Cincinnati,  H.  &  D.  R.  Co.    (Ind.  No.  223,  Oct.  13,  1916) 

P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.  County  Ct.  v.  (W.  Va.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  961. 
White  Bus  Line,  Re   (Cal.  Application  Nos.  2879,  2880,  Decision  No. 

4380,  June  7,'^  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1007. 
White  County  Teleph.  Union,  Re  (111.  No.  6796,  June  4,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1062. 
White  Rock  Gravel  &  Sand  Co.  v.  Interaational  &,  G.  N.  R.  Co.  (Tex. 
Civ.  App.  1916,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  —,  188  S.  W.  280,  P.U.R. 
1917E,  18. 
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White  Roek  Qravel  &  Sand  Co.  v.  International  k  Q.  N.  R.  Co.  (Tei. 

Civ.  App.  1916,  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  188  S.  W.  280)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  211. 
Whitewater  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Kan.  Docket  No.  1227,  Jan.  23,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917C,  1097. 
Whitney  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  (N.  H.  I>-380,  June  12,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917E,  1016. 
Whittingham  v.  Milburn  Twp.   (N.  J.  Sup.  Ct.  1916,  —  N.  J.  L.  — , 

100  Atl.  854)  P.U.R.1917F,  663.  ^ 
^ichita  Falls  &  N.  R.  Co.,  Bouguot  v.  (CWcla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 

id.  Clifton  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917F,  941. 
Wichita  Falls  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.,  Newland  v.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1107. 
Wickford  Light  k  Water  Co.,  Re  (R.  I.  No.  368,  Aug.  22,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1018. 
Wiggins  Ferry  Co.,  Re  (HI.  No.  6800,  June  11,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  942. 

id.   (111.  No.  6347,  July  24,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1139. 
Wilbur  Lumber  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Wi«.  May  17,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917D,  1034. 
Wilcox,  Re    (Idaho,  Case  No.  F-112,  Order  No.  400,  Dec.  23,  1916 > 

P.U.R.1917B,  1077. 
id.   (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6972,  May  24,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E, 

1009. 
Wildwood  k  D.  B.  Short  Line  R.  Co.,  Re  (N.  J.  Oct,  23,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1024. 
id.  Malott  V.  (N.  J.)  P.U.R.1917F,  964. 
Wilkee  Barre,  Re  (Pa.  AppHcation  Docket  No.  443-1916,  Aug.  28, 1917 > 

P.U.R.1917F,  928. 
id.  Jitney  Bus  Asso.  v.  (Pa.  Sup.  Ct.)  P.U.R.1917F,  903. 
id.  V.  Parsons    (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  556,  Nov.   15,   1916 > 

P.U.R.1917E,  371. 
Wilkes  Rolling  Mill  Co.  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  (Pa.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1107,. 

Feb.  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  900. 
Willamette  P.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Or.  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  122,  F-493,  Sept. 

6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1061. 
Williams  v.  Dale  Teleph.  Co.   (Okla.  Cause  No.  2676,  Order  No.  1163,. 

Oct.  19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1118. 
Williams  Water  k  Electric  Co.,  Re  (Ariz.  Docket  No.  896,  July  26, 1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  432. 
Willis  Coal  Co.  v.  Chicago  k  E.  I.  R.  Ck).  (Ind.  No.  2436,  Dee.  8,  1916> 

P.U.R.1917D,  1038. 
Willowbrook  Water  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3752,  Application  No. 

2486,  Oct.  4,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1128. 
Wilsall  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Mont.  Docket  No.  617,  July  28,  1918)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  1014. 
Wilson,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5830,  Jan.  25,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1005. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.   (Iowa,  Docket  A-2134,  March  27^ 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1082. 
id.  V.  Chicago,  M.  k  St.  P.  R.  Co.  ( W4».  June  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917P, 

1002. 

For  TOMe  of  Cameo  Digested,  oeo  ante,  pp,  5417— 5^9* 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  819 

Wilson  T.  Union  P.  R.  Co.  (Neb.  Complaint  No.  319,  June  30,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
Wilson  &  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6068,  Aug.  10,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  494. 
Wilson  &  Cotter,  Re  (111.  E-664,  Oct.  28,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1094. 

id.   (111.  No.  6624,  April  17,  1917)   P.U.R.1917E,  1036. 
Winchendon  Electric  Light  A  P.  Ca,  Re  (Mass.  March  13,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917D,  1068. 
Winchester,  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  v.  (N.  H.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1068. 
Wing  k  E.  Box  Co.  v.  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  (Me.  F.  C.  No.  104,  Feb.  0, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1039. 
Winnfield  Lumber  Co.  v.  Louisiana  R.  k  Nav.  Co.  (La.  Order  No.  2013, 

No.  2484,  June  20,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
Winona  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2662,  Dec.  16,  1916)   P.U.R.1917B, 

1140. 
Winter  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  k  O.  R.  Co.  (Wis.  April  21,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1023. 
Winterhaven  Improv.  Co.,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3861,  Application  No. 

2388,  Nov.  6,  1916)  P.U.R.1917B,  1128. 
Wisconsin  k  N.  R.  Co.,  Collins  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F, 

1022. 
Wisconsin  Asso.  of  Ice  Cream  Mfrs.  v.  Adams  Exp.  Co.  (Wis.  May  26, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1041. 
Wisconsin  Condensed  Milk  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6260,  Feb.  14,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917E,  1034. 
Wisconsin  C.  R.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  April  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  999. 

id.   (Wis.  June  28,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  931. 
Wisconsin  Gas  k  E.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Oct.  9,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  960. 
Wisconsin  Interurban  Street  R.  System,  Re  (Wis.  Feb.  17,  1917)  P.UJl. 

1917C,  1064. 
Wisconsin  Lime  k  Cement  Co.  v.  Chicago  k  N.  W.  R.  Co.   (Wis.  No. 

6060,  April  10,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  174. 
Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Hammond  Teleph.  Co.  y.  (Wis.) 

P.UJ1.1917F,  937. 
id.  Howev.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  211. 
id.  Howe  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917E,  1046. 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  March  26,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1064. 
Wisconsin  River  Power  Ca,  Masomanie  v.  (Wis.)  P.U.R.1917F,  946. 
Wisconsin  Telq>h.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  July  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  684. 

id.  V.  Green  Bay   (Wis.  1908,  3  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  147,  162)   P.UJt. 

1917D,  476. 
id.  V.  La  Crosse  (Wis.  1911,  7  Wis.  R.  C.  R.  486,  444)  P.U.R.1917D, 

473. 
Wise  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Wis.  Sept.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Wohlford,  Re  (Cal.  Application  No.  2668)  P.U.R.1917F,  466. 
Woima  Mercantile  Co.,  Re  (Wyo.  No.  31,  Nov.  11,  1916)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1041. 
Woll  V.  Hullinger  (111.  No.  4430,  April  6,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1037. 
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Wood  V.  Frioidship  Light  &  P.  Co.  (WU.  Aug.  18,  1917)  P.U.R.101TF, 

957. 
Woodbury  r.  Mineral  Point  Pub.  S»vice  Co.    (Wis.  April  24,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  893. 
Woodbury  County  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa,  Docket  A-2243, 
Aug.  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1071. 
id.  Durst  v.  (Iowa)   P.U.R.1917B,  1081. 
Wood  County  Teleph.  Co.;  Re  (Wis.  Sept.  20,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Woodland  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  7069,  Sept.  12,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F, 
909. 
id.   (Wis.  Sept.  13,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Woods  V.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (Ind.  No.  2969,  July  20,  1917) 

P.U.R.1917F,  917. 
Woodatown  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  West  Jersey  &  S.  S.  R.  Co.  (N.  J. 

Sept.  17,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  926. 
Woolner,  Re   (Cal.  Decision  No.  4617,  Application  No.  3069,  Sept  5, 

1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  1016. 
Worcester  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Re   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1824-A,  July 

7,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1021. 
Worcester  Consol.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1632,  March  16, 
1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1058. 
id.   (^£as8.  P.  S.  C.  1659,  March  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1058. 
id.   (Mass.  P.  S.  C.  1660,  March  27,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1068. 
Worthley  v.  Maine  C.  R.  Co.   (Me»  F.  C.  113,  April  21,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917D,  1039. 
Wray  v.  Wray  Ught  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.  Case  No.  112,  June  9^  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  852. 
Wray  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Wray  y.   (Colo.)  P.U.R.1917F,  862. 
Wright  Y.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.   (Mo.  1916,  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R.  262) 

P.U.R.1917E,  896. 
Wright  Bros.  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (111.  No.  6203,  June  29,  1917)  P.U.R. 

1917F,  943. 

Wyoming  &  N.  Teleph.  Co.,  Re   (Neb.  Application  No.  3009,  April  C, 

1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1098. 

id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3093,  April  30,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1049. 

id.   (Neb.  Application  No.  3169,  July  21,  1917)  P.U.R.1917E,  1050. 

Yahola  Sand  Co.  v.  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Okla.)  P.U.R.1917C, 

1114. 
Yangco,  Insular  Purchasing  Agent  v.  (Philippine)  P.U.R.1917D,  730. 

id.  Provincial  Treasurer  v.    (Philippine)   P.U.R.1917D,  1040. 
Yazoo  &  M.  Valley  R.  Co.,  Re  (Miss.  No.  4364,  Nov.  8,  1916)  P.U.R. 
1917C,  1103. 
id.   (Miss.  No.  4397,  April  3,  1917)  P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
id.   (Miss.  No.  4398,  April  3,  1917)   P.U.R.1917C,  1104. 
id.   (Miss.  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D,  1027. 
id.   (Miss.  May  2,  1917)   P.U.R.1917D,  1027. 
id.  Ginnison  v.  (Miss.)  P.U.R.1917C,  1112. 
id.  Mackie  Fine  Products  Co.  v.  (La.)  P.U.R.1917A,  1094. 
id.  Vincents  Siding  &  Vicinity  v.   (Miss.)   P.U.R.lon'C,  1103. 
Yearick,  Re  (Ind.  No.  2552,  June  22,  1917)   P.U.R.1917F,  910. 

For  Ta^le  of  Causes  Digested,  see  ante,  pp.  567^39^, 


Digitized  by  V:iOOQIC 


CASES  ABSTRACTED.  821 

Yeaton'B  Mills  v.  Boston  k  M.  R.  Co.,   (Me.  F.  C.  116,  Aug.  7,  1017) 

P.U.R.1917F,  492. 
id.  V.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.   (Me.  F.  C.  116,  Aug.  7,  1917)   P.U.R. 

1917F,  494. 
Yolo  County,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3472,  Application  No.  2220,  June 

30,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1052. 
Yolo  Water  &  P.  Co.,  Water  Users  Asso.  v.  (Cal.)  P.U.R.1917F,  694. 
Yonkers  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  No.  E1.-21,  Nov. 

13,  1916)  P.U.R.1917C,  1086. 
York,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  6664,  July  10,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A, 

1069. 
York  County  Power  Co.,  Re  (Me.  U-185,  May  2,  1917)  P.U.R.1917D, 

1067. 
Youngs,  Re  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.  Case  No.  5780,  Dec.  12,  1916)  P.U.R.1917E, 

1008. 
Youngstown  &  S.  Street  R.  Co.,  Re  (Ohio,  No.  962,  Oct.  30,  1916)  P.U.R. 

1917B,  1163. 
id.   (Ohio,  No.  1077,  Feb.  26,  1917)   P.U.R.1917B,  1157. 
Yuba  County,  Re  (Cal.  Decision  No.  3446,  Application  No.  2192,  June 

19,  1916)  P.U.R.1917A,  1051. 
Zeilda  Forsee  Invest.  Co.  v.  St.  Joseph  Gas  Co.    (Mo.  Ct.  App.  1917, 

—  Mo.  App.  — ,  196  S.  W.  52)  P.U.R.1917E,  943. 
Zumbrota  Teleph.  Co.,  Re  (Minn.  Sept.  4,  1917)  P.U.R.1917F,  1014. 
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